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IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 6, 1834. 

A message was received by the hands of Mr. 
Donelson, his Private Secretary, from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, stating that he had 
received a communication from the consul of the 
United States at Tangier, advising him that he 
had obtained a present, in his official character, of 
a lion and two horses; but conceiving that he had 
no right under the Constitution, which he felt 
himself bound to support, to accept these presents, 
he thought it to be his duty to submit the animals 
to the control of the national authorities. 

Mr. CLAY remarked that he had an idea of 
moving that the message be referred to the Com- 
aiittee on Agriculture; but upon reflection he 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WAGGAMAN presented the credentials 
of the Hon. ALEXANDER PORTER, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Louisiana, in the place of 
the Hon. Josiah S. Johnston, deceased; which 
were read; and the new Senator appeared, was 
qualified, and took his seat. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported a bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, making appropriations for the service 
of the Government, with amendments; which 
were considered, and, after some explanatory re- 
marks by Mr. WEBSTER, was ordered to be 
read a third time. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
— Lands, reported a bill for the relief of John 
Pushell. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- 
tee, also a bill in favor of the widow and 
heirs of Felix Adrain. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same commit- 
tee, reported unfavorably to the petition of the 
Common Council of é 

Also, unfavorably to the petition of Stephen P. 
Payne, for a township of land for missionary ser- 
vices rend by him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of State, responsive 
to the following resclution of Mr. EWING, which 
was inadvertently stated by our reporter to have 
beew presented to the Senate on Friday: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State lay be- 
fore the Senate a copy of the commission under 
whieh William J. Duane lately acted as Secretary 
of the Treasury, and a copy of the commission 
under which Roger B. Taney now acts as Secre- 


WW hich was read, and ordered to be printed. 
_Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
hereby is, requested to transmit to the Senate, a 
wer of the evidence furnished him by Mountjoy 
Bailey, to prove that he was entitled to his com- 
mutation’ of five years’ full pay as a captain inthe 
Maryland Line in the war of the Revolution and 
that he never received the same from the United 
States’ vine eed en the proviso in the act of Con- 
gress of the May, 1830, entitled ** An act for 
thie relief of M y Bailey.” 

Which was adopted, the standing order being 
dispensed with by unanimous consent. 





nsen 
Mr. McKEAN presented memorials from cer- 
Suni Geiceions veigte Be rakeatl te te hielo 
tes might be restored to the f 
the United Bintan: bie on his motion, oo 


ordered to lie upon the table, and be printed. 
oa TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
n: 


_ Resolved, That the Committee of Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of an ap- 





propriation for erecting alight-house at Michigan 
City, on Lake Michigan, in the State of Indiana, 
= of establishing a port of delivery at that 


_ Mr. SHEPLEY offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making an appropriation for the repair of the 
military road constructed by the United States in 
the State of Maine, leading from the river Matta- 


|| nawcook to Houlton. 


; Mr. SHEPLEY submitted the following reso- 
ution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be di- 
rected to communicate to the Senate any informa- 
tion within the Department showing the injury 
done by storms during the month of December 
last to the pier on the western side of the en- 
trance to Kennebunk river, in the State of Maine, 
and the necessity of an immediate repair; and to 
furnish an estimate of the sum required to make 
the necessary repairs. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, in pursuance of notice 
the other day, introduced a bill granting a certain 
amount of public lands for the benefit of female 
schools in particular States; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


‘ ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The resolution of Mr. HENDRICKS— 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making a further appropriation for the construc- 
tion of the Cumberland: road, in the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois. 

The resolution of Mr. HENDRICKS— 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing 
upon the pee list applicants who shall be able 
to prove three months’ service in the revolutionary 
weak agreeably to the requisitions of the law of 
1832. 


The resolution of Mr. SWIFT— 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from St. 
Alban’s, in Vermont, to Piattsburg,in New York. 

Were severally taken up and adopted. 

A bill for the relief of Noah Stayley; 

A bill for the relief of John Kimberin; 

Were severally ordered to a third reading. 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Knox being un- 
der consideration, Mr. BLACK moved an amend- 
ment, and suggested that it lie upon the table; but 


at asubsequent hour it was taken up on motion of 


Mr. Pormpexrer, and, with the amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed. 

The bill for the relief of Eli Robinson being 
called up, Mr. MOORE moved that it be made the 
special order for Monday next, but at the sugges- 
tion of Mr. NAUDAIN it was laid upon the table 
upon the motion of Mr. MOORE. 

Petitions and memorials were presented durin 
the morning, by Senators SILSBEE, SPRAGUE, 
McKEAN, and LINN; among them the meme- 
rial of certain citizens asking the construction of 
a breakwater at Sandy Bay, in Massachusetts, 

The Senate then proceeded to the special order 
of the day. 


REMOVAL OF PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolutions submitted by Mr, CLAY on the 26th 


ultimo. 

Mr. BENTON continued—[We are compelled 
to omit his remarks in the Congressional Globe 
for want of room.} 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpar, January 6, 1834. 


Mr, SELDEN piss the memorial of the 
Board ef Trade of the city of New York, on the 
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subject of-the currency. Mr. 8. remarked that 


a memorial had been published in the newspapers 
without the knowl or approbation of the 
Boa.. of Trade. This board, he would add, rep- 
resented the great body of New York merchants 
who were engaged in the internal trade of the 
country. The memorial was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BINNEY prem a similar memorial 
from the Board of Trade. in Philadelphia, and 
remarked that, as the memorialists had gone more 
at length into the causes of the existing distress 
consequent upon the present derangement of the 
currency, and suggested remedies to alleviate it, 
he desired to have it read. It was read accord- 
ingly, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER presented a memorial from a 
meeting of merchants held in Philadelphia, of 
which Mr. Robert Patterson was chairman, on 
the same subject; which was also referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER presented a memorial from 
Commodore Barron, stating that he had invented 
a steam plough-ship calculated for the destruction 
of ships of war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of making compensation to the heirs and 
— representatives of John Gordon, deceased, 
who served as an officer during the revolutionary 
war, in the legion commanded by Colonel Henry 
Lee, and that the papers accompanying this reso- 
lution be committed to said committee. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of placing the names of Thomas Leverett, 
William Brooks, and Benjamin Joiner, of the 
State of Georgia, on the roll of revolutionary 
pensioners; and that the papers and documents 
herewith presented be referred to said commit- 
tee 


On motion of Mr. LYTLE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
an appropriation in aid of the marine hospital of 
Cincinnati. 

On motion of Mr. LYTLE, 

Reselved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of authorizing the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to contract for the transportation of the mail 
by steamboat navigation from Louisville to New 
Orleans. 

The CHAIR presented a message from the 
President of the United States; which was read ag 
follows: w i 

AshINeTon, January 6, 1834. 
To the House of Representatives: 

I communicate to Congress an extract of a letter 
recently received from James R. Leib, consul of 
the United States at Tangier, by which it appears 
that that officer has been induced to receive from 
the Emperor of Moroéco a present of a lion and 
two horses, which he holds as belonging to the 
United States. There being no funds at the dis- 
posal of the Executive applicable to the objects 
stated by Mr. Leib, 1 submit the whole subject to 
the consideration of Congress for such direction 
as in their wisdom may seem proper. 

I have directed instructions to be given to all our 
ministers and agents abroad, requiring that, in fu- 
ture, unless previously authorized by Congress, 
they will not, under any. circumstances, accept 
presents of any description from any foreign State, 

I deem it proper, on this o : to invite the 
attention of Congress to. the presente which have 
heretofore been made to our public officers, and 
which have been deposited, under the orders of 
the Government, in the Department of State. 
Those articles are er useless to the Gov- 
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ernment; and the care and preservation of them action of the Executive, who would, he hoped, not i the House, with what propriety their instantane- 


in the Department of State are attended with con- 
siderable inconvenience. subject itself was before the House, and when he, 
That provision of the Constitution which pro- || asa Representative from the State of Alabama, had 


hibits any officer, without the consent of Congress, |) applied for a repeal of the law under which the | 


to accept any present from any foreign power, | right of removal was claimed. cfs om 
may be considered as having been eatisfied »y the || He could not anticipate that any objections 
surrender of the articles to the Government, and || would be made to the resolution, as it was one 
they might now be dieposed of by Congress to || simply of inquiry, and was presented with a view 
thonxe for whom they were originally intended, or || to prevent any collision by force, and did not com- | 
to their heirs, with obvious propriety in both | promise the rights or merits of either side of the | 
cases—and in the latter would be received as grate- || question. It might be objected that Congress had 
ful memorials of the character of the present. _‘|| no jurisdiction in this case; that it had no power to 
As, under the positive order now given, similar || violate a treaty which had been duly ratified; but 
presents cannot hereafter be received, even for the || if, on inquiry, the treaty itself was found to be un- 
purpose of being placed at the disposal of the Gov- || constitutional, he maintained that it was not only 
ernment, | recommend to Congress to authorize, by || the right, but it wasthe duty of Congress to repeal 


feel it his duty to enforce the orders whilst the } ous removal-had been ordered, after repeated dec- 


_larations from the Government that they shouid 
' remain till the selections weremade. Mr. Speak- 

er, itis a matter of curiosity to look at the cause 
_of that change of — hy has the President 
'so suddenly changed his views? It is not pre- 
| tended that the public lands have sustained any 
| injury from the settlers, or that they have set up 
| an adverse title to that of the United States, or that 
| they have interfered with the rights of the Indians. 
| On the contrary, the interests of the Indians have 
| been promoted by the settlement; many of the 
| Indians had reservations to sell, the value of which 
| was increased by the competition of the settlers, 
| But still those settlers were to be driven away— 


| for what purpose? To enable a few Government 


law, that the articles already in the Department of | the act, and they could, if necessary, indemnify | pet agents and surveyors to purchase these very 
State shall be delivered to the persons to whom || any party who might have claims for indemnity || reservations for a trifle, It was under the influ- 
they were originally presented, if living, and to || upon the country in consequence of it. Gentlemen ence of those individuals that the order for the re- 
the heirs of such as may have died. | might speak of the obligations of treaties, and of || moval of the Indians had been given. The char- 
ANDREW JACKSON. || the necessity that existed for ensling their stipu- | acter of the settlers, for this purpose, had been 

The House suepended the rule, for the purpose || lations; but he thought a stronger and higherduty | slandered by these men, and the feelings of the 


oe ae 


- of enabling Mr. LEWIS, of Alabama, to offer || was imposed on them, namely, to preserve the | Indians towards the setlers had been grossly mis- 
4 the following resdlution: || Constitution of the country—to preserve the rights || represented. The great boily of the Indians never 
# Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs || of the States, which, resting on the Constitution | did oppose the settlement of these people among 


be instructed to inquire whether the provisions of || as their basis, could not inany respect beimpaired | them. No two people, he would undertake to 
the treaty of March, 1832, with the Creek tribe of | without a gross violation of that Constitution. He || say, distinct in language, color, and habits, ever 
Indians, in the State of Alabama, be inconsistent |, hoped the House, considering the collision which | lived together more harmoniously. The rights of 
with the sovereign right of jurisdiction of said || had already taken place, and what was still likely || the Indians were respected and protected. The 
State, within its limite; and whether the execution | to take place, if the orders of the Executive were | laws were equitably enforced against all persons 
of said ae has so far conflicted, or is likely to’ not delayed, would be induced to reconsider the || who infringed, in any way, upon their rights. 


yr .r 
eS ae 


a 


" conflict, with the operation of the laws of said || basis upon which the treaty was founded, and thus || Public opinion there would not tolerate the least 
f State over the country ceded by such treaty, and || prevent a resort to military force, the ultima ratio || injustice to an Indian. He knew the character of 
3 if 80, to inquire whether some act of legislation, regum. He would remark, in anticipation of ob- l the settlers of that country—they were his con- 
3 consistent with the rights of said Indians, may | jections as to the powers of Congress in cases | stituents, and he knew that they were unjustly 
=: not be necessary to prevent such conflict; and |; where treaties were made, as it wasa mooted point | represented as intruders on the publiclands, Their 
S that said committee have leave to report by bill or || whether Congress had the power to withhold an | character was as respectable—he called his col- 
# otherwise. || appropriation for a treaty that had been ratified, | leagues to witness—as that of any portion of the 
* Mr. L. said he felt it his duty to submit to the || that treaties could not be made except between | people of Alabama. They had been slandered 
i) House the reasons that induced him to bring this || sovereigns, and that he maintained the Creek In- , by those who were interested in procuring their 
3 subject before the House. {t was for the purpose || dians could not be considered asovereign State or | removal. These people were not intruders with- 
* of preventing any conflict between the Executive || people at the time the treaty was made, as they || in the meaning of the laws. They had settled 
3 pe the authorities of the State of Alabama. It | and their lands were then subject to, and under. | under the protection of the Government of the 
“ might be sufficient for him in the outset to state, | the acknowledged lawsof Alabama. He believed | State of Alabama and of the United States, with 





that long before the execution of the treaty made || that a timely survey of the lands would have pre- 
with the Indians in Alabama, the lands iv question ,| vented all this difficulty. Hedid notimpute blame 
had been under the jurisdiction of the State, and || to any person for this delay; but felt that it was 
the laws of Alabama were in full force over the || unfortunate, and thata greater delay had taken 

country, when the Government of the United ,| placethan was expected. The people of Alabama | 
States claimed the right, under the act of 1807, to, had no right to suppose that the present conflict | 
send there the deputy marshal to impede such im- || could have arisen between them and the present | 
provements as were made by resident inhabitants Executive, knowing that the President had on so 

of the State, and to remove them as intruders. | many occasions notoriously asserted the complete | 
This power in the treaty was objected to at the || right of the States to extend their laws over the 
time the treaty was made by the people of Ala- || Indian tribes within their limits. But if the act of | 
bama, but it was supposed that all matters con- |! 1807 had been, or is to be now, enforced, he would | 
nected with it would . subjected to the decision | show not only that the President did not on other | 
of the judicial tribunals of Alabama. The recent | occasions believe it his duty, but ifhe did, that he | 
act of the Government, however, amounted to a | knowingly and willingly violated his duty in not 

total abolition of the State jurisdiction. It was || acting upon it. The President had, in the conflict 

hoped, that as the execution of the orders for | between the State authorities in Georgia, and the | 
the removal had been delayed, there would not | Cherokee and Choctaw tribes, expressly recog: | 
be any further action on those orders, and the | nized the right of that State; he did not enforce | 
people of the State had a right to believeso. The | the law against the State authorities in that case, 

subject had not been aliuded to in the annual because he believed it to be incompatible with their , 
message, as he contended it was the duty of the | rights. Georgia took the Indian lands, had them | 
President to have done, that Congress might have || surveyed, and since disposed of by lottery, and | 
its attention called to such a state of things, and | yet their acts were not called in question, nor any | 
have taken such measures as would have prevented || military force eres. as was recently done at | 
the possibility of any conflicts. But he supposed || Fort Mitchell. The Indians had not originally | 
this was not done in this instance because the | made any other stipulation in thetreaty than that 

Executive thought proper to do what was now be- | ‘‘ they were to remain on the lands until their | 
come an every day practice, to exert the military || crops were gathered.’’ The State had reason to | 
power of the Government at his will against the | suppose that they would have removed immedi- | 
constituted State authorities, without deigning to | ately upon that being done, and were justified in | 
inform Congress. Upon consultation with his | extending their laws and taking thecountry under | 
colleagues, they & with him in opinion, that | their jurisdiction. 
it was hardly possible that the Government would So far from deserving punishment these settlers 

proceed in the steps they have taken to remove | were considered as pioneers, and were encouraged 

the persons from the landé, as it was impossible | as such both by the Government and the State of | 
that the contemplated locations would be made |; Alabama. No Government land had been so | 
before the 15th of this month, the time named in || profitably sold as that which was settled by those | 
the order for removal. He had, however, applied | pioneers. {[t was not true that mjared the | 
to the Secretary of War to delay the execution of | lands in any respect, or in the Indians. | 
the order, that the locations might be made, and | They had also the express pledge of the Gov- | 
the removal rendered unnecessary, and he had | ernment that they should not be removed till the | 
received his answer, that the time could not be | selections were made. Yet military force has | 
lengthened, and that the order was not revoked. | been employed to remove persons as intruders | 
He, under these circumstances, felt it his duty to || who eettled by express permission from the | 
offer this resolution. He had a further object in || Secretary of War. Their numbers had now in- | 
submitting it, that it might immediately arrest the ' creased to thirty thousand, and he submitted to’ 





a view to become purchasers of Indian reserva- 

tions. The deputy marshal now undertook, upon 
| ex parte testimony, to decide who were intruders. 
| The jurisdiction of the courts of Alabama, in all 
cases of trespass, was wholly set aside. Ifa 
white man intruded upon the Sodieon, relief was 
given by our laws; but it was now to be given 
summarily by the United States marshal. The 
Executive was impatient of the law’s delay, and 
he orders the marshal to decide, and to enforce 
his decision by the bayonet of the United States 
as soon as itis made. One individual had already 
lost his life in consequence of this usurpation of 
authority—a more atrocious act than the murder 
of Owens was never perpetrated in any country 
calling itself free. Here Mr. L. read an accownt 
of the trgnsaction, as given by the deputy mar- 
shal. Thus a citizen of Alabama was shot down 
by order of a deputy marshal under the instruc- 
tions of the President. With the deputy he had 
nothing to do. His case was before the proper 
tribunal. My business is with the President, 
by whose order the act. was done. I hold the 
Government responsible for the deed, until it dis- 
avows it. The Secretary of War justified the act. 
Is the Army and Navy to be prostituted to such 
purposes of oppression? Ifso,I will vote fortheir 
abolition. We want no such aid to the Executive 
power. They ought to be disbanded to-morrow, 
if they are kept up, not for foreign foes, but to 
enforce Executive decrees. If the Army was the 
bulldog of the President, ready to make an attack 
and draw blood at his bidding, he submitted 
whether the military power did not govern in Ala- 
bama, and whether the republican form of govern- 
ment guarantied to each State by the Constitution, 
now existed there? Where is thelaw? In the 
mouth of a deputy marshal. Who executes it? A 
hireling soldiery. 

The act of 1807 was incompatible with State 
sovereignty. It was passed ata time when the 
condition of lands and Indians was very different 
from what it now is. ‘He had not gone so wy 
as he could have wished into this subject. He 
came forward to demand for his constituents a res- 
toration of the right of ‘trial by jury, and of a 
republican form of .government. =~ = 








1834. 


Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, thought, he 
said, we had subjects of excitement enough before 
us without the addition of this. Its introduction 
into the House at this time would hasten the col- 
lision which the gentleman deprecates, by agitating 
the citizens of Alabama. He saw no cause for 
the intervention of Congress in the case, and there 
was certainly no occasion for any action on the 
subject before the 15th. 

Mr. LEWIS said if anything was to be done, it 
must bedonequickly. The order for removal was 
unrevoked, and would be executed by military 
force on the 15th of thismonth. It was a question 
of peace or war. 


Mr. JONES, of Georgia, said, of what use 











have the effect to defer the consideration of the 
resolution for two months, until the debate on the 
deposite question was over. 


noes were ordered on the motion. 


The question being taken, the motion was de- 
cided in the affimative—yeas 110, nays 107. 


On motion of Mr. GRENNELL, 
The House then adjourned. 


a 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, January 7, 1834. 
Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 


would be the action of this House after the 15th? || reported a bill for the relief of Edward Willett. 


That is the time when the mischief is to be done; 


i 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from the same committee, 


when the orders of the Executive are to be. en- | reported bills for the relief of George H. Jennings 
forced. The gentleman from Pennsylvania says | and others. 


there is no cause for the interposition of Con- 
gress, If the threatened removal of people from 
lands to which they have been invited, and if the 
subjection of the country to military law be not 
cause for intervention in a free Government, he 
knew not what could be. Last year instructions 
were sent to the marshal of Alabama to remove 
all persons — whom any Indian had made a 
complaint. There were always some individuals 
who, from interested motives, would induce the 
Indians to complain of him. He knew the fact 
that immediately after the murder of Owens, the 
land which he had occupied was taken possession 
of by another white man. Owens was killed that 
another white man might possess his improve- 
ments. The State of Alabama extended its laws 
over the Jndians and Indian lands within its limits. 
Now the archives of the Government would show 
that any law in contravention of the jurisdiction 
of the States over Indians and Indian lands was 
held by the President and Secretary of War as 
null and void. The laws of Alabama were in full 
operation over the district of country occupied by 
the Indians. This was also a sufficient cause for 
the intervention of Congress in this case. Mr. J. 
read a number of documents showing that the 
President disclaimed the right of arresting the 
laws of any State within the limits of that State, 
and that this House had sanctioned the President’s 
views on the subject by appropriating large sums 
for the removal of the Indians, according to the 
recommendation of the Executive. The opinion 
of the Attorney General, that the law of 1807 au- 
thorized the removal, was, in his opinion, incor- 
rect. It might apply to public property in a Ter- 
ritory, but not in a State, But in this case the 
action of the Government was upon the reserva- 
tions of Indians, which were individual property. 
Where was the difference between property owned 
by a white citizen and an Indian, and why should 
the summary Government process apply to one 
and not to another? The gentleman from Ala- 
bama had remarked that the President was impa- 
tient of the law’s delay; would to God he were 
equally so of the insolence of office. If he were, 
he would not subject free citizens to the arbi- 
t decisions of a deputy marshal. It was in 
the Keouiledgs of every one here that one man had 
been killed in Alabama. It was also true that the 
marshal and his assistants had been indicted for 
murder, and true bills had been found against 
them. Suppose they are condemned, and suppose 
a citation is issued to carry up the case, by appeal, 
to the Federal courts. Suppose the citation is not 
attended to by the State courts, and that the mur- 
derers are hung, as Tassels was in Georgia—will 
not such a conflict of jurisdiction present a case 
for the intervention of Congress? 

Mr. McKINLEY was not prepared (he said) to 
vote for this resolution. It appeared extraordi- 
nary to him that the action of the House should 
be asked on a state of things on the 7th of Jan- 
uary which would not occur till the 15th of Jan- 
uary. The subject was important, and deserved 
some further inquiry. As it was near the usual 
— of adjourning, he now moved that the House 
a 


*he motion to a journ was lost. 
Mr. McKINLEY moved to lay the resolution 
on the table till to-morrow, but withdrew it, and 


moved to postpone its further consideration till tc - 


morrow, 


Mr, FOSTER remarked that this motion wouid |! 
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Mr. BELL, from the same committee, reported 
without amendment a bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the relief of Russel, David, and 
Amos Hunt; which was read twice. 

Mr. BELL, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Thomas Fillebrown; which 
was read, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, WRIGHT presented the memorial of the 
Board of ‘Trade of the city of New York relative 
to the removal of the deposites; the reading of 
which was dispensed with, and the memorial re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. WEBSTER said he thought it his duty to 
avail himself of the present occasion to make an 
observation or two. Several papers and memo- 
rials of a character similar to the one just presented 
had been referred to the Committee on Finance, 
Among others he alluded to those presented yes- 
terday by an honorable gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, not now in his seat, [Mr. McKean.] The 
were memorials from several banks in the city of 
Philadelphia, and some from banks in the interior 
of the State of Pennsylvania, ascribing the present 
distress—for there could be no doubt there was 
great distress existing in the community—to the 
change which had taken place respecting the re- 
moval of the Government deposites. Undoubtedly 
this agitating subject could not have escaped the 
attention of the Committee on Finance—a subject 
so notorious could not be supposed to have been 
overlooked by that committee. He would state 
that it was the intention of the committee to sub- 
mit their sentiments to the Senate on this question, 
but they could not with propriety do so until the 
committee were put in possession of the paper 
which was now the subject of discussion before 
the Senate—he alluded to the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury on the removal of the depos- 
ites. At an earlier day he had intended to have 
moved its reference to that committee, but that the 
subject was before the Senate, and hedid not wish 
to deprive gentlemen of an opportunity of express- 
ing their views upon it who were desirous of doing 
so. He rose now to state, that at as early a day as 
he could consistently with a disposition to afford 
to every gentleman an © portanty of expressing 
his sentiments, he should move the Senate that 
the whole subject be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported bills for the relief of William Anderson 
and Robert Claiborne; which were read twice, 

Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill in favor of the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company; which 
was read twice. 

Mr. MOORE presented additional. papers of 
Harrison Thomas and others; which were re- 
ferred to the same committee who had charge of 
their petition. 

Mr. WEBSTER called up the bill for the relief 
of Benjamin G. Lincoln,and asked the reading of 
a letter from the Solicitor of the Treasury, explan- 
atory of the claims of the petitioner; after which 
the bill, om motion of Mr. W., was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

he VICE PRESIDENT communicated a let- 

ter from the Secretary of State, accompanied by 

a statement of the names and compensation of the 
clerks employed in that ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also communicated a 

stter from the Postmaster General, iling the 


mount of moneys ($350,000) borrowed for the 


a 
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| use of that Department, and the names of the 
| banks; which was read, and ordered to apres 


" P acom- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, detail- 


ing the names and compensations of the clerks in 


| that Department, and in the office of the Navy 


Commissioners. 

On motion of Mr. GRUNDY, the bull for the 
relief of John Chandler and William Johnston 
was taken up, and recommitted to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. WILKINS presented the memorial of the 


| Board of Trade of Philadelphia, in reference to the 
| removal of the public deposites from the Bank of 


| 
| 


| 
| 


<< 


the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and, on motion of Mr. CLAY, 
was ordered to be printed. 

A message wasreceived from the House of Rep- 
| resentatives, by the Clerk, stating that they had 
| appointed on their part a Committee on Enrolled 

Bills, and asked the concurrence of the Senate to 
| complete the joint resolution on that subject. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, suggested that the ap- 
| pointment should be made by the Chair, but a 

Senator objecting to that course, the Senate pro- 

ceeded to ballot, when Messrs. KING, of Georgia, 

and LINN were chosen. 

A bill for the relief of John Timberlane; 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Knox; 

A bill for the relief of George Stayley; 

A bill for the relief of Noah Stayley; 

' A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
| William McGinnis, deceased; and 

| A bill for the relief of John Haggerty and David 
| Austin; 

Were severally read a third time and passed. 

The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 
LINN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices 
/ and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
| expediency of transporting the mail from Louis- 

ville, Kentucky, to St, Louis, Missouri, in steam- 
| boats. 

The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 
KING, of Alabama: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices 
| and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
| expediency of making an ieee for the 
| completion of the post road from Lime creek to 
| the Chattahoochee. 

Petitions and memorials were presented b 
|'Messrs. NAUDAIN, PORTER, WRIGHT, 
SOUTHARD, WILKINS, WAGGAMAN, and 
EWING; which were severally referred to the 

| usual committees. 

The Senate then proceeded to the 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 
The resolution of Mr. TIPTON, 
That the Committee of Commerce be instructed 
| to inquire into the expediency of an appropriation 
| for oceeee a light-house at Michigan City, on 
Lake Michigan, in the State of Indiana, and of 
establishing a port of delivery at that place. 

The resolution of Mr. SHEPLEY, 

That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of making 

|an appropriation for the tepair of the military 

| road constructed by the United States in the State 

of Maine, leading from the river Mattanawcook 
to Houlton. 

The resolution of Mr. SHEPLEY, 

That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate any information within the 
Department, showirg the injury done by storms, 
during the month of December last, to the pier on 
the western side of the entrance to Kennebunk 
river, in the State of Maine, and the necessity of 
an immedia’e repair; ed < furnish an estimate of 
the sum required to make the n repairs, 

Were eoverally adopted; when the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the special order of the day. : 

REMOVAL OF PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution submitted by Mr. CLAY on the 26.h 
ultimo. ; 

eee BENTON concluded his remarks to-day. 
e reluctantly, from their length, are com- 

pelled to omit them in the Congressional Globe. } 
The Senate then, on motion of Mr. SOUTH- 

ARD, adjourned. : 
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~ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, January 7, 1834. 


Mr, CLAY reported bills for the relief of Wil- || 
liam Weeden; of Jeremiah Wasson; and a bill to |! 
grant preémption to land to settlers in township || 





ten, in the St. Stephen’s land district, Alabama; || pore that the public money 
which were severally read twice, and commitied. || deposite 


Also, a bill for the relief of Joseph Clift; which || 
was read twice, and ordered to be engrossed for a || 
third reading. eae SSE 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, bills for the || 
relief of the legal representatives of John Thomp- | 


eon, jr.; and for the relief of Samuel A, Edmond- } 


son, 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, a bill for the relief of | 
John Emerson. 

Mr. DUNCAN, a bill to create additional land | 
districts in Iiinois, and two additional land dis- || 
tricts in Michigan. i] 

Mr. YOUNG, bills for the relief of the legal || 
representatives of Lucy Vaughan and others; of | 
Menguret Riter; and for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Joseph Torrey. 

r. CHINN, bills to incorporate the Wasb- || 
ingtom City Lnsurance Company and the Clerks’ 
Savings Company. 

Mr. GILMER, a bill to carry into fall effect the 
fourth article of the treaty made with the Creek 
nation of Indians on the 8th January, 1821. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, a bill for the re- | 
lief of J h H. Osgood and others; and 1 

Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, a bill for 
the relief of Henry Okes. 

All which bills were severally read twice and | 
committed. 

The SPEAKER presented a communication | 
from the President of the United States, with a || 
report from the Secretary of the Treasury, in | 
compliance with,a request from the House, rela- , 
tive to the Potomac bridge; which, with the ac- 
compenying uments, on motion of Mr. MER- | 
CER, were referred to the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals, and ordered to. be printed. 

Also, communications from. the Secretaries of 
State and of the Navy, with lists of the clerks || 
employed in their respective Departments; which | 
were laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. || 





| tary’s motives as he alleged them to be, and to 


| best manner he could. He should add no facts to 
| those adduced by the Secretary, which were not 
| notorious and undisputed. Sir, the effort is al- | 


| in which case he must arrive at the truth in the 


_fute, and which it requires no argument to sus- 


community nothing but a theatrical trick, got up | 
n 


‘ faith pledged by the charter of the said bank.’’ | 
Mr. BINNEY rose and said, the gentieman | 
from South Carolina proposes a joint resolut‘on | 
{ i hereafi.r be 
in the Bank of the United States, in con- 
formity with the stipulations of the charter of the 
bank. It, therefore, presents directly the question 
of the sufficiency of the reasons given by the | 
Secretary of the Treasury for the removal of the 
deposites, and brings up the topic of public faith || 
as connected with the transaction. He meant to 
diseuss this question as it became him to discuss 
it, on his first entrance into this House, and as it \ 
became one who was but a short time to be con- || 
nected with the House—he meant to say nothing | 
which hereafter could be a source of regret. As 
the Secretary’s report had come into the House 
wearing the form and bearing the name of rea- 
sons, he would receive it as such, and try it by the 
standard of reason. He meant to take the Secre- || 


| 


take his facts as he stated them, unless those facts || 
should be contradictory to each other on their face, 





j 
| 


most unnecessary. ‘The great practical answer to || 
the Secretary's reasons is given by the condition | 
of the country—an answer which nothing can re- 


tain. It comes to us inthe language of truth, and | 
soberness, and bitterness, from every part of the |, 
country. He who can see in the complaints, re- || 
monstrances, and prayers of the whole business || 


for effect by the friends of the bank, will remai 
blind till the catastrophe of the drama shall render | 
them sensible of their delusion. Sir, the change || 
produced in this country in the short space of three || 
months, is without example in the history of any 
nation. In the course of the preceding summer, | 
the people were delighted and contented with the | 
adjustment of several of the most fearful questions 
which ever agitated the country. The President, 


LOBE. 


| . providing that the public revenue hereafter col- | chief is ascertained and limited. Bank notes were 
| ‘lected shall be deposited in the Bank of the || falling; a of everything were falling; stocks 
'|* United States, in compliance with the public | i 





Jan. 7, 








were falling, and some had fallen dead. The 
whole gravitation of the system was stopped. No 
one here can predict the extent of the derange- 
ment, or from what new contrivance we shall ob- 
tain relief. What, then, has caused this general 
stagnation? It was contrary to true philosoph 

to assume more causes than would be sufficient to 
account for a particular effect. We have one 
cause—the removal of the : ae deposites, and 
the consequent withdrawal of all regularity or 
control from the bank paper currency of the coun- 


This, and no other cause, he should attempt to 
show, had produced this general embarrassment. 
The Secretary of the Treasury, in his poor judg- 
ment, had fallen into one error, for which hi 
could not be easily excused. The honorable 
member from Tennessee had committed the same 
mistake. They held up two great objecta for 
our sole consideration—the Bank and the Ad- 
ministration. The principles and views of the 
Administration, according to them, are to be car- 
ried out, and the bank must yield and ie wa 
to them. But the country, upon which the whole 
conequences of the measure are to fall, is not 
considered as having any interest in the question. 


| Those consequences we have in full view before 


us—the bank stands undismayed, undistarbed— 
the Government struggles and shifts—the country 
is paralyzed, stupefied, sacrificed. The question 
for this House to determine is, whether we, too 
shall forget and neglect the country, or wheth 
we shall use our endeavors to put It again on its 
feet, and aid it in recovering from the effects of an 
envenomed shaft which was aimed at the bank, 
but which glanced off and struck deep into the 
vitals of the country. 

In the year 1832 the amount of bills of ex- 
change purchased by the bank was $67,516,600; 
in the next half year upwards of forty-one mil- 
lions. The amount of bills collected in the same 
time was thirty-one millions. The bank drafts 
and the notes received out of the place where 
the bank was obliged to pay them, amounted to 
a still larger sum. The notes of State banks re- 
ceived where they were not payable was over 


The bill making an appropriation for the service || 
of Government, in part, for 1834, having been | 
returned with amendments made thereto y the | 


and eastern States, more than the hcnors of a 
Roman triumph from the people of every party, 
Senate, was, on motion of Mr. HUBB {| rats oe eee out as har- 

ot" || vests; trade rewarded the enterprise of our mer- 
comnmisted tothe Conpepisten of the Whole, | chants; the spindle and the shuttle, and every other 
The bills for the relief of Thomas Rhodes and || ingtrument of the mechanic art, was laboriously 
James Austin were, on motion of Mr. CONNOR, | ang successfully plied; and internal improvement 
committed to the Committee on the Post Office || was bringing contributions to the general pros- 


| 
and Post Roads. || perity from the remote West. Universal content 


Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private || appeared on the broad and happy face of the land. 
Land Ciaims, reported a bill for the relief of Mar- | What causes have dashed to the earth this full cup 
guerite Baron, widow of Jean Pierre Ledoux; || of national happiness and prosperity? Sir, we 
which bill was twice read, and committed to a || have in this country one peculiar subject of de- 
Committee of the Whole House, and made the || rangement, and it isan interest which is insepara- 
order of the day for to-morrow; and, on motion, || bly involved and connected with every other—he 
the bill, with the report, was ordered to be printed. || meant our currency. We had twenty scores of 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private || banks from which our currency was derived. 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of |, They issued from eighty to a hundred millions of 


upon his reélection, was receiving, in the middle || 


Gloargs Douglass. ames Douglass, Stephen Doug- || bank paper, and to this amount our usual metallic 
lass 


illiam House, the heirs of Joseph Doug- 
lass, deceased, Samuel House, and James Tant; 
which bill was read twice, and commitied toa 
Committee of the Whole House, and made the 
order of the day for to-morrow, and the bill and 
report ordered to be printed. 
r. 


currency bore the proportion of not more than one 
to seven. Every one can see that the safety of 


| these banks depends entirely upon the confidence 


of the public; that confidence depends upon the 
|| regularity of the machine; and that regularity must 
|| depend upon the proper control of the whole. 


CARR, from the Committee on Private || Every one can see that this system is liable at any 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief uf George || time to derangement; that it has worked well sinee 


K. Jackson, of Indiana; which was read twice, | the incorporation of the United States Bank; and 
and engrossed for its third reading on to-morrow. | that it has worked well only in consequence of 
The House refused to suspend the rule to || the establishment of that bank. That regularity 
enable Mr. FOSTER, of Georgia, to submit a) which was imparted to the system by the United 
resolution to extend the. time allowed to morning | States Bank is at an end—so far as it ean wh se at 
business. | an end by the orders of the Secretary of the Treas- 
| ury. The balance-wheel of this system—the prin- 

REMOVAL OF THE. DEPOSITES. | ciple of control, regularity, and confidence—we 

The House having resumed the consideration have thrown away as contemptuously and wan- 
of the motion ‘to refer the Secretary of the Treas- | tonly asa boy throws away a whistle. The Gov- 
ury’s report on the deposites to the Committee of || ernment, without warning to the public, had, in 
Ways and Means; and the questi.n being upon | one moment, deranged and dislocated the most 
the motion of Mr. McDvurrie, to add to the mo- | important and eritical of all the interests of the 
tion for reference the following instructions to the | country. The State banke are paralyzed. The 
said committee: || Bank of the United States stands still, and it can 
‘**With instructions to report a joint resolution, | do nothing with safety till the extent of the mis- 


twenty millions. Mr. B. went into statements 
to show that the whole amount of the sums ex- 
changed by the bank in 1832 was $241,717,910. 
The foreign exchange, in addition to this, was 
over nine millions. The whole expenses of this 
agency to the country was less than one eleventh 
of one per cent. upon the amount exchanged. 
This showed the inseparable manner in which 
this bank was connected with the business and 
interests of the'country. The average amount of 
loans and discounts of the bank, in 1832, was 
sixty-six millions. In 1833, sixty-one millions. 


Now, it appeared to him that he did no injustice 
| 





| 
| 


to the Secretary of the Treasury to say that it 
was the design of the act of removal to break up 
the whole machine; that it was not a casual act, 
the results of which were unforeseen, but intended 
to force the circulation from the people back into 
the bank; to cut off the connection of the bank 
with the people, and confine her within her own 
marble walls. Whether this was the design or 
not, this was the effect—to take her away from 
the people and compel her to wind up. Can any 
one wish a better reason than this for the stagna- 
tion, the syncope, the embarrassment of the coun- 
try? Sir, the only and the true reason lies in that 
act—the removal of the deposites. It is not the 
consequence of the removal of ten millions of dol- 
lars from one bank into another, but it was the 
consequence of the removal taken together with 
the object of removal. The removal of the depos- 
ites, as an insulated circumstance, could be pro- 
ductive of no important results. The conse- 
| qoenees arose from the state of the country in 
connexion with the doctrine he had advanced. 
The bank, in six months previous to January, 
1834, had reduced her about nine mil- 
lions of dollars. The Bank of the United States, 
on the 1]th of August, 1833, held nine or ten 
millions of dollars of public money. How. was 
she to pay it? The answer was, whenever and 
wherever the a Treasury orders. 
The opponents of the bank say she should have 
paid it inspecie. Suppose she had—if it had any 








1834. 


effect, except to take the money across the streets 
and bring it back again, it would have been a 
most pernicious effect. She had her eighteen mil- 
lions of currency to sustain. She could not keep 
all her sails set, and throw all her ballast over- 
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| in the sufficiency of these reasons, and ought to 
| have the justice examined into by the House. He 
| found that this very mght of the House was ¢on- 
| ceded, in the communication réad in the debate, 
| from Secretary Crawford to the House—one of the 




















great interests of the country are set aside and 
neglected. 

The question for the consideration of the House 
was whether the reasons adduced by the Secretary 
of the Treasury were such as ought to be satis- 


board. She was obliged to meet the payment by 
curtailing her discounts, by calling upon her own 
debtors. This was the only safe or prudent course 
for her to take. When a bank calls upon her 
debtors to return a part of the amount due to her, 
every individual debtor who has a deposite in the 
bank will necessarily draw upon it. Two and 
two do not always make four in a bank cur- 
tailment. The curtailments of the bank made in 
August, were in part met by the withdrawal of a 

rtion of the private deposites from the bank. 

r. B. then showed that the curtailment made 
by the bank in August of four millions of dis- 
counts drew from the community less than one 
million. The reduction might be very large and 
the effect very small; and the bank, in his opin- 
ion, ought to strengthen herself: yet the curtail- 
ments which had been made tended very little to 
that object. The whole amount of reduction from 
August to January increased the means of the 
bank only to the amount of the sum which the 
Government took away. 

They are right who say that the removal of the 
deposites from the bank did not produce the dis- 


and stagnation produced by the measures neces- 
sarily taken by the bank to pay the public depos- | 
ites. The object might have been accomplished | 
with less embarrassment to the community if the | 
Treasury Department had rendered it certain at | 
what time and when the money should be paid. | 
But the bank found that it had to deal with an 
enemy, who sought to come upon it by surprise 
and in the dark. The daily and weekly lists of | 
sums deposited by the Government were discon- | 
tinued, and large drafts were sent without notice. 
Some of these were drafts to be paid on certain 
contingencies, beyond the knowledge or control of | 
the bank. Every reflecting man must say that | 
the course of the Secretary of the Treasury, ir | 
keeping these drafts hovering between Baltimore 
and Boston, to the amount of three millions, was | 
alone sufficient to account for the alarm of the | 
bank, and to render advisable a much larger 
amount of curtailment than was resorted to. 
When the removal of the public deposites to a 
State bank in Philadelphia was made, it was found 
not to be so valuable a present as was at first sup- 
posed. The private deposites lessened in the pro- | 
portion that the Government deposites increased ; | 
for private individuals found that the Government | 
was a preferred depositor, and, in case of any dif- 
ficulty, would sweep the whole. Several othr 
views he presented, to show that the State banks 
could not, so well as the United States Bank, dis- 
count upon the publicdeposites. The days of one 
and one and a half per cent. were days of disaster 
to both borrower and lender. There was (he spoke 
from personal knowledge) a vast amount of pri- 
vate capital in Boston, New York, and Philadel- 
phia, ready to be loaned at five per cent. upon 
security of stocks, but the universal want of con- 
fidence kept it out of the market. The great 
amount of money in the country was employed 
in bringing the crops to market, and in transport- 
ing merchandise in exchange for the crops. 

1 ask, what was the structure of the bank that 
it could provide at every point for the wants of the 
Government, and at the same time promote the 
interests of the country by carrying on their ex- 
changes? But. the bank having no share in the 
deposites removed, but being obliged to distribute 
them at any point, she must diminish her assist- 
ance to the community. The State banks, he con- 
tended, could not Pay the public deposites, and at 
the same time assist the commhunity. Let them 
try it, and in three months time they will give it 
up, or, in violation of their charters, consolidate 
their relics into a United States Bank. The rem- 
edy that was to be applied to this state of thin 
was ye to every one—the restoration of t 
deposites. But the gentleman from Tennessee 
wants a sifting inquiry before he acts upon the 
question; a sifting inquiry must be had into the 
miserable driblets of peinting accounts, and into 
the fact whether the National Intelligencer belongs 
to the bank or not, while, in the meantime, the 








| 


factory to Congress? If not, then whether they 
were not bound to consider if there was any, and 
what remedy should be applied to avert the dangers 
that were now more than apprehended to fall on 
the country in consequence of his removal of the 


charges made against him was, that he had ré- 
moved the deposites from the United States Bank 


| to the bank at Chilicothe, without communicating 


_ his reasons for such removal to Congress. Well, 


then, did the Secretary of that day assume the 


deposites? It was necessary for him, then, to take | ground now taken? Did he not say, retherin terms, 
them as given; and here he would observe, and it | that the omission was owing to inadvertence? And 
could not have escaped observation that the Sec- || what further? That this very provision—the sub- 
| mitting the reasons to Congress—"* was intended 


retary of the Treasury had submitted various | 


propositions as the basis of his action, with astate- | 


| for the benefit of the bank.”” Mr. Secreta 
ment of some particular facts, by which he justified || ford again admits that the reasons were to 


Craw- 
com- 


| that action. The arguments in the statement of |} municated to Congress. Why? Because it was 
| facts made for his justification were large and || necessary that Congress should know where the 
| numerous enough; whilst for the groundwork, the || public money should be deposited. He concluded, 


| 


| cause. 
tress; but it was the universal want of confidence || 


i 
' 
| 
} 
| 


| 


| 
| 


| no argument was given; they rested on mere dog- 


| 


| them negatively, and to show that if they were ex- 


| conceding that which he believed the House never | 


| 
| 


|| contract, and by which it was alleged by the Sec- 








basis, there was no argument at all, neither had 
they been enlightened on this point by the honor- 
able member (Mr. Pox] who had preceded him 
(Mr. B.] in the debate. The Secretary broadly 
asserted that, whether he was right, or whether 
he was wrong, he alone was authorized to remove 
the deposites. The bank, by the removal, were, 
in legal parlance, put out of court—in fact, they 
were not entitled toa hearing as a party in the 
For this, however, no reason was given. 
He next asserts, as another of his propositions, 
that Congress tied themselves up by the act incor- 
porating the bank, and in which they had given | 
him alone the absolute and unconditional power 
of removal. So that if this assertion was founded 
correctly, it must follow, as a matter of course, 
that Congress could not interfere, with even the | 
best reasons in the world for doing so—the very | 
safety of the deposites themselves—they could not 
take this money from the bank. Another propo- 
sition submitted by him was, that the removal hav- | 
ing even a tendency towards public convenience, | 
was sufficient for him in making the removal; and 
he went further to say, that the power to remove 
conferred the power to place the public money else- 
where. But to sustain these various propositions 





mas, and he could only, therefore, in the absence 
of any argument to sustain them, proceed to discuss 


amined into attentively and admitted, it would be | 


would sanction. Mr. B. here proceeded to review | 
at length the reasons of the Secretary, and read | 
from kis letter to Congress the passages in which 

it was stated that, by repeated adjudications, the 
charter granted to the bank was in the natureof a 


retary that the power reserved to the Secretary | 
over the deposites should not be restricted to any | 
particular contingency, but was absolute and un- | 
conditional; and thus, as he [M. B.] contended, | 
he must be supposed as assuming the ground that, | 
be his reasons for the removal right or wrong, it 
could be no breach of the contract to remove the | 
deposites. 

he Secretary admits that the bank obtained 
their privileges for a consideration paid by them in 
money and services; he must admit, also, that the 





bank is still performing services in various ways. | 


He gays that the power is absolute, although it is 
stated that the charter was in the nature of a con- 
tract, one part of which was, that he was obliged 
to report to Vangie his reasons for any use of the 
power given to him; but he [Mr. B.] asked what 
fair construction could be puton that obligation, if 
it was not that Congress had a right to consider 
those reasons? Why else was it required that they 
should be given atall? This was 
sense doctrine, and which is the | 
cause the law says expressly that the reasons shall 
coneern the party whom they affect; and if this be 
80, how could the Secretary be correct in asserti 
that the bank had no concern in the reasons whi 
he was bound to furnish by the terms of what he 
admits is a contract—a pecuniary contract, between 
the ee a A: iy part, and “ sover- 
ignty (the Unite tes) granting it? He con- 
tended that the bank being thus the admitted party 
to a contract made, by which the Secr was 
bound to furnish his reasons, he in compliance 
with that obligation done no more than his duty ; the 
bank, then, were the party who wereonly concerned 


the common || 
1 doctrine, be- || 


| 


| 
| 


| therefore, and maintained, that the assertion that 


the power of the Secretary was alisolute and un- 
conditional wa8 not made out; was. in the fuce of 


_ this former precedent of Secretary Crawford; and 
| had only arisen from the very poverty of the case. 


| He trusted that Congress would not sanction such 


| a principle as that, in a case of actua) contract, 


| after a bonus had been paid by the bank, and ser- 
|| vices rendered by them, estimated at nearly. 


| $200,000 per annum, the Secretary could, for in- 


j 


| sufficient reasons, thus commit what was a breach 
|, of the contract for which this bonus and services 


were paid; and Congress, supposing hia reasons 
to be insufficient, had not power to bring the sub- 


| ject back, and reverse a decision which might he 


a to be contrary to a sense of common justice. 


he House had the right to inquire into these 


_ reasons and into their justice. They were bound 


|| to do this, lest they might have been dictated b 
|| caprice, and thus the public faith had been violated, 


and the bank turtied away from the enjoyment of 
what was their purchased rights. 
The next proposition assumed by the Secretary 


'which he meant to discuss was, that the power 
reserved to the Secretary did not depend for its 


|| exercise on the safety of the money, orthe fidelity 


| with which the bank had conducted itself, but 
| that he (the Secretary) had the right whenever 


| the public interest required it. 


Mr. B. would, 


_ however, defer this until the next day, if favored 





by the House with an adjournment. 
Mr. MERCER rose and submitted a motion to 
that effect; which ‘prevailed. 


oe a ee 


IN SENATE. 
Wepwrspay, January 8, 1834, 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on En- 
grossed Bills, made a report. 

Mr. TOMLINSON gave notice that he should 
ask leave to-morrow to introduce a bill, the nature 
of which could not be understood. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the select committee 
soonest a bill, with an amendment, on the subject 
of French spoliations prior to 1800; which was 
read, and on motion of Mr. W., was made the 





| special order of the day for Wednesday, the 5th 
| of February. 


Mr. MORRIS made a report from the Com- 
mittee on Engrossed Bills. 
Mr. WAGGAMAN introduced a letter from 


| the Governor of Louisiana, enclosing the follow- 


ing resolutions; which were read: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 


of the State of Louisiana in General Assembly con- 
| vened, That our Senators in Congress be instructed, 
| and our Representatives requested, tosupport such 
| Maeasures as they may deem expedient to terminate 


uitably the di existing between occu 
of land in the pom mes Feliciana, who claim vole 
titles derived from the Government of the United 
States, and those claiming the same land under 
grants from the Spanish or other authorities. 

And be it further resolved, &¢., That the Governor 
be requested to transmit copies of these resolutions 
to our Senators and Representatives in Co 


A E LABRANCHE, 
Speaker of the House-of Representatives. 
C. DERBIGNY, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved December 19, 1833. 
A.B. ROMAN, 
Governor of the State of Louisiana. 
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Mr. WAGGAMAN proposed that the resolu- 
tions be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. POINDEXTER conceived that the — 
reference would be to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

After some conversation between these gentle- 
men, the vote was taken upon the reference to the 
Committee on Foreign Reiations, and carried— 
ayes 24, noes not counted. 

The following resolutions were submitted, and 
lie one day upon the table: 

By Mr. SPRAGUE, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
subscribing, for the use of Congress, to a new sta- | 
tistical work proposed to be published by George | 
Watterson. 

By Mr. MANGUM, 

Resolved, That the resolution adopted on the | 
14th of May, 1830, directing the Secretary of the | 
Senate to contract with the printer of the House | 
of Representatives for copies of the documents | 
printed by order of the House, be, and the same | 
is hereby, rescinded. 

By Mr. KENT, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 
propriety of eo modifying the law regulating | 


transmission by mail of such books and public | 
records, whether bound or in boards, as the Ex- 


ecutive of the respective States are in the habit of || 


interchanging with each other, upon such terms | 
as will best comport with the importance of the 
object. 

By Mr. PORTER, 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be di- 
rected to report to the Senate the number of fail- 
ures which have occurred during the last twelve 
months in carrying the mail between the city of 
Washington and New Orleans by the southern 


route, and the number and amount of forfeitures | 


enforced by him in consequence of those failures | 
during the same period. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The resolution of Mr. LINN, 
That the Committee on the Post Officeand Post 


Roads be instructed to inquire into theexpediency | 
of transporting the mail from Louisville, Ken- | 
tucky, to St. Louis, Missouri, in steamboats; i] 


And the resolution of Mr. KING, of Alabama, 

That the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making an appropriation for the comple- 
tion of the post road from Line Creek to the Chat- 
tuhoochee— 

Were taken up and adopted. 


Petitions and memorials were presented b 


Messrs. TOMLINSON, FRELI GHUYSEN, 


BIBB, WAGGAMAN, LINN, and PORTER; 


which were referred to appropriate committees. 


Mr. WILKINS presented a petitioa from the | 


board of trustees of Alleghany College, in Penn- 
sylvania, stating that they proposed inco 
manual labor with collegiate studies, and asking 
Congress to grant them lands to carry into effect 
their object; which, on motion of Mr. WILKINS, 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- | 


sentatives were ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time: 

A bill for the relief of John Haggerty and David 
Austin. [This bill was improperly stated yester- 
day as having passed. 

A bill for the relief of ey C. Minturn. 

A bill for the relief of John Hone & Sons, of 
New York. 

A bill for the relief of Enoch Spencer. 

A bill for the relief of Phineas Sprague and 
others. 

A bill for the relief of John Harter. 

A bill for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
Felix Adrain. 

A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Lobdell. 

A bill for the relief of the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company. 

. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Robert La- 
arr. 


rating | 


Mr. RIVES presented a memorial of the repre- 
sentatives of General Thomas Nelson, deceased, 
praying compensation for services in the revolu- 
tionary war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 
| Mr. RIVES also presented the memorial of cer- 
tain citizens of Virginia, asking relief for damages 
sustained by French spoliations prior to 1800, 
which he declined sending for the present to the 
select committee on that subject, they having made 
a report this morning, and moved that the memo- 
rial be laid upon the table. 


of George Kinn; which was read and committed. 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order of the day. 





THE REMOVAL OF THE DEPOSITES. 


The question being on the motion of 
Mr. BENTON to strike out Mr. Cray’s 
'second resolution and insert the amend- 

ment— 

Mr. SOUTHARD said that he desired 
to express his views on this question, but 
_a resolution had been interposed as an 
amendment, on which he had no wish to 


agreeably to parliamentary usage, to be 
upon the amendment, and therefore it was 
his desire that the question should be put 
on the amendment, and he would, there- 


| 
} 
| 





| 


posed of; he therefore asked the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 
Mr. FORSYTH said that this question 
had come up very unexpectedly. The 
gentleman who offered the amendment 
_[Mr. Benton] was not in his seat, and as 
he could not possibly have expected this 
state of things, he would move to lay the 
_ subject on the table. 
| Mr. CLAY hoped not. 

Mr. GRUNDY did not feel willing to 
lay the matter on the table. . He would 
rather the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
_Benton] should be present, but yet he 
thought the motion of the gentleman from 
New Jersey [ Mr. Sournarp ] a very proper 
one. He (Mr. G.) had no desire to say 
a word on the main question, but he 
wished that the Senate might be full. The 
gentleman [{Mr. B.]} lived very near the 
| Capitol, and if the Senate would delay a 
few minutes, he thought he would be in. 
| The motion to lay on the table was 
‘| lost. 
| Mr. KING, of Alabama, said he thought 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
|SourHarRD] was not right in his view. 
The whole subject was open for discus- 
|| sion on the motion to strike out, and he 
| hoped the gentleman would take up the 
|| subject as he proposed to do. 
| Mr. POINDEXTER said he had a sin- 
'| gle remark to make. The great subject 
|| under consideration grew out of the rea- 
sons of the Secretary of the Treasury for 
| his removal of the Government deposites, 
|The amendment of the gentleman from 
| Missouri [Mr. Benton] has no relevancy 
| to this question whatever. It was a dis- 
tinct substantive proposition, and one in 
which he would certainly succeed if it 
| were made agreeably to parliamentary 
“usage. The gentleman could have Mr. 





} 
{ 











| Mr. HENDRICKS reported a bill for the relief || 


say anything. Any remarks which he || 


might be disposed to make now, ought, || 
the Post Office Department as to authorize the || 


fore, reserve what he had to say on the} 
’ y 
general question until that should be dis- | 


| Biddle’s testimony, as well as that of any 
‘other person. He could have it by the 
| appointment of a committee of investiga- 
‘tion. But while the Senator from Mis. 
/soufti was considering the reasons of the 
Secretary, he concludes his speech of four 
_day’s continuance, by moving a question 
| which was in no way connected with the 
subject. He thought the Senator [ Mr. 
| SourHarD] was right in desiring to dis- 
entangle this from the great subject, and 
| therefore he hoped an immediate question 
would be taken upon the amendment, 
‘which he considered frivolous. Placed 
| where it was, it might, indeed, be said to 
_ be ridiculous, because it placed the Sen- 
_ate in the attitude of a grand jury, impan- 
nelled to try certain charges against the 
officers of the United States Bank. He 
hoped the Senate would either get rid or 
‘or adopt the proposition, so that an in- 
| quiry might be had into the sufficiency of 
‘the reasons of the Secretary of the Treas- 
_ury for the removal of the deposites. 
| Mr. FORSYTH said that the Senator 
| not now in bis seat could not have antici- 
| pated that such would be the fate of his 
resolution. He hoped to hear the remarks 


| of the Senator from New Jersey; he desired 





| no delay, but he trusted that this proposi- 
tion would not be hurried on when it had 
|, been thus violently assailed by the gentle- 
'man, [Mr. PorinpexTer.] But he, Mr. F., 
|| would say that the proposition has relation 
| to the question before the Senate. He 
' begged leave to call attention to it. Mr. 
| F. read the amendment. 

_ Now, sir, said Mr. F., what is the sub- 
ject before the Senate? It is a condemna- 
| tion of the reasons of the Secretary of the 
|| Treasury for an official act. And among 
|| those reasons there was a charge against 
the Bank of the United States for the im- 
| proper curtailment of its discounts, and 
the improper manner of doing it, and that 
/it had interfered in elections, and prosti- 
tuted its means for political purposes. 
Now, has it not relation to the subject ? 
_As respects the propriety of the proposed 
_ course of calling witnesses to the bar of 
the Senate, that was a very different ques- 
(tion. He was not quite satisfied that it 
/was correct. But the proposition was 
certainly in order, and it ought not to ex- 
cite the surprise of the gentleman from 
| Mississippi, [Mr. P.] He, Mr. F., con- 
curred in some respects with the views of 
the gentleman, [Mr. Benron, ] but he was 
_not satisfied to take the statements of the 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. F. was here told that Mr, Benron was in 
| the Chamber, and he then resumed his seat. 
The VICE PRESIDENT having stated the 
| question, 

Mr. KANE asked for a division of it, to end 
with striking out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT read the rule, to show 
that the motion was not in order. 

Mr. BENTON said he did not wish to embar- 
rass gentlemen by pressing his amendment, bu: 
suggested his readiness to modify it by a moticn 
to strike out and afterwards to insert, but he did 
not consider it material. 

The question being on theadoption of the = mend- 
ment in lieu of the second resolution, 

Mr. CHAMBERS demanded the yeas and nays. 
which were ordered, and are as follows, to wit: 











1834. 








YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Grundy, Hill, 
Kane, Linn, Morris, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, 
White, and Wright—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Beli, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, 
Chambers, Clay, Ewing, Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Knight, McKean, Mangum, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, 
en ee Seen Seeeee vy South- 
ard, Sprague, Swift, Tomlinson, Waggaman, 
Webster, and Wilkins—34. 

The question recurring on the adoption of Mr. 
Cray’s resolutions, 

Mr. SOUTHARD said that as the question 
recurred upon the reasons of the Secretary of the 
Treasury for the removal of the deposites, and 
the resolutions of the gentleman from Kentucky 
founded upon them, he would endeavor to meet 
it. It presented a serious and very important 
question. For sixteen years past the money of 
toe earls had been deposited in the place selected 
by Congress and the laws for its reception, and it 
has now been removed and deposited in places 


where Congress has not directed it to be placed, | Congress when these contracts were made as going || to place. 
} 


to wit: in some twenty or thirty of the State banks, 
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in five days: is that reasonable notice? and would 
the bank notified agree that it was reasonable 
notice? Another item is, that all the services re- 

uired of these banks are to be performed in 


j 
| 


It does not follow of course. The Secretary is 
the agent of the law, and can act only by the 
law. The Secretary of the Treasury is to decide 
as to the eral management of the treasure of 


their immediate vicinity. And here there is a || the Union. But the Treasurer himself is the offi- 
perfect surrender of the rights which Congress || cer designated by Congress to perform express 


should possess of transferri) 


| to the banks, why they are to pay for it. 
sir, the consequences are apparent. The seventh 
| item authorizes the Secretary to dismiss the re- 
ceiving banks at his will and pleasure. But the 
Secretary has omitted to tell us when contracts 
| were made with most of the banks. The dates of 
| some he has given, but as to the others the time at 
| which they were entered into he has altogether 
‘omitted to state. Sir, when the Secretary was 
about to give his reasons for the act in question, 

| was it ingenuous, was it honest to conceal from 


to operate on those very reasons? There was 


It was, before the removal, in the place which | another thing, the solvency or insolvency of the 


Congress had created, and it is now where Con- | 
gress has no controlover it. It therefore presents | 
a question most intimately connected with the | 
safety, welfare, and best interests of the country. | 
It was not a question of office or of place, or | 


whether the Bank of the United States should be || justify him in an act which affects the Treasury of | 
laced far the nation. The time selected by him, the period 


rechartered or not. Itis a question 
above it; it rises higher, and fixes and determines 


forever after the powers delegated to a high func- | that he did not desire this information. 


| quired into, and therefore he could know nothing 
| about it. He had not seen the charters, but was 
so imprudent as to act without the necessary in- 
| formation; and now Congress was called on to 





at which the action took place, manifests too truly 
On the 


tionary of the Government; and when political || 18th September he determined to remove the de- 


aspirants shall be forgotten, and the scramble for || posites. Theaction upon this determination took || 
office shall be at an end, it will stand in bold relief || place on the 26th, and was there time to make the | 


before posterity as the assumption and exercise of 


an enormous power. It becomes us, therefore, to | 


| the importance of the act rendered it necessary 


selected banks which the Secretary had not in- | 








| 
i 





consider the subject with calmness and delibera- || should be made? But, perhaps, it may be sug- || 
tion, and he proposed to consider—first, what the || gested that everything necessary to be known was 


Secretary has done; second, the principles by 


sons he has given for doing the act. 

Ist. What has the Secretary done? He has 
ordered the inferior officers and debtors of the 
Government to place the money of the Govern- 
ment in places which he has selected, so that here- 
after the money shall be placed there according to 
his orders, and on terms which he has prescribed, 


cand these terms are to be found in the agreement 


made with the banks where the moneys are to be 
deposited. In page 40 of the pamphlet copy of 
the report, we find the terms, or the agreement, 
which has been made with the banks to receive 
the money. To know what is done, and how it 
has been done, it is necessary to refer to that 
agreement. The first item is, that ‘the said bank 
‘agrees to receive and enter to the credit of the 
* Treasurer of the United States all sums of money 
‘ offered to be deposited on account of the United 
* States, &c., whether in gold or silver, or notes of 
* the Bank of the United States or branches, in notes 
* of any bank which are convertible into coin in 
‘its immediate vicinity, or in notes of any bank 
‘which it is, for the time being, in the habit of 
‘ receiving.’? Which it is in the habit of receiving! 
Let it be remarked that these receiving banks con- 
fine themselves to a particular specified kind of 
money which they receive in their immediate 
vicinity. ‘Thesecond item is, “that if the depos- 
* ites in said bank shall exceed one half of its capital 
* stock actually paid in, it is agreed that collateral 
‘ security shall be given,”’&c. Then let it be ob- 
served, too, that here is no present security for the 
Pao money. It has been placed in certain 

nks without first taking the necessary security, 
even if the. S possessed the power to do 
so. And if hereafter it should be taken, it must 
be done by the Secretary, not by Congress. The 
Secretary has not obtained the security, and he 
could not possibly know the necessity for it; for 
he says expressly he has not seen the charters of 
the selected banks. And he was.in such a hurry 
to effect the removal, that one of the banks was 
actun..7 aor of receiving them. Another 
tie is, that the banks are to maketransfers of the 
pv ae meneys from place to place on reasonable 
1 «ice given. . And what is to be understood by 
reasonavle notice? Suppose an order should be 


| 


| 





r |, known, because a negotiating agent had been ap- 
which he has been governed; and third, the rea- | 


| pointed on this subject the August preceding. But 
| his report could have been made only a few ae 
preceding the action of the Secretary, and by the 


|| well-known course of time and distance, it could 


| only have been known as to two or three banks 
| in the cities in this vicinity. Eut as to the banks 
' from Maine to Louisiana it cou'd not have been 
/known. It is true the Secretary assures us that 
the banks are of undoubted credit. He (Mr. 8.) 
was not disposed to impeach the word of the Sec- 
| retary, but when we were called on to act on this 
| important question, he could not take the dictum 
| of the Secretary. He wished to know the fact, 


| 
| 
| 
|| 
|| 
1 
| 


ould the money to any || acts to be done in the disbursement of the public 
point in the country. Another item is, that an || moneys. 


agent or agents are to be appointed by the Secre- || was the T: 


He hoped to be able to show that it 
reasurer, in the absence of all laws to 


tary of the Treasury, and the compensation and || the contrary, who was to select the places for the 


expenses of this agency are to be fixed by him, || safe-keeping of the public moneys. There was 
placed under the control of the Secretary, and as || another thing 


to be considered—the influence 


And, || which this act was calculated to exert oe public 


sentiment in relation to the extent of delegated 
powers. Looking into it as the act of the Secre- 
tary, and he would ask if it was not a power enor- 
mous in itself, and dangerous to the institutions of 
the country? This agreement places the receiving 
banks at the will and mercy of theSecretary. He 
can destroy them all at a single blow; he may re- 
— payments to be made agreeably to his own 

irection; he may determine when, how, and in 
what time, they shall transmit money from place 
He may retain, dismiss, or discharge 
them, whenever he sees fit, and this from other 
motives than should govern a public officer in the 
discharge of his duties. He may show favor and 
eet to whom he rere. or by this act he 

as created an army of sycophants and support- 
ers. Sir, have we not seen the answer of one of 
these banks to the notification of the selection? 
The president says: ‘*I take the occasion to ex- 


"* press the high sense of honor conferred upon the 


‘bank by so distinguished a mark of your confi- 
*dence;”’ thus stooping and cringing to the dis- 

enser of favors. All this is not according to the 
aws of the land, but the authority of the Secre- 


tary, and he says, ‘I am under the President of 
| necessary inquiry, which, in justice to the country, || 


the United States.’’? He has no official will of his 
own, and all this power is to be in the hands of 
the President. If Senators are willing to have it 
there, let them do so; but if not, he hoped they 
would say so. Congress had regulated the inter- 
course between the Government and the Bank of 
the United States; but as to the banke selected in 


| its stead as the pare depository, at the whim of 


the Secretary, they were taken out of those regu- 
lations, and placed under his sole control; and 
would Senators countenance such acts? But the 
Secretary has done another act. He has recom- 
mended that the holders of public money, dis- 
bursing officers, who are under bond for the safe- 
keeping of that money and its faithful disburse- 
ment, to deposite those moneys in certain banks, 
(and this act is approved by the President in page 
41-2 of the pamphlet.) Sir, by this act the Pres- 


and without obtaining it the Secretary has been | ident has violated his duty. He haa directed the 
guilty of a most gross and palpable violation of | Secretary to do an act by which he has placed al! 


his duty. He tells us he was obliged to draw 
money out of the Bank of the United States, and 
give it to the State banks for the purpose of sus- 
taining them, and yet he says th 


ey are of un- | 


| 





} 


the disbursing officers of the Government at his 
own will and discretion. What, he would inquire, 
would be the consequence of that act on every 
such officer of the Government? oppo threeor 

been in the 


doubted solvency. It maybe so. But when they || four large disbursing officers here ha 
are given duties to perform not authorized by their || habit of placing their money in the Patriotic Bank, 


charters, their very act becomes an act of insolv- || and the order of the Secreta: 


ency. In regard to what the Secretary did in 
making the contract he was not satisfied; but there 
was another greater and paramount cause of dis- 
satisfaction: it was the power to make these con- 
tracts. If theSecretary is invested with no power 
to make the contract, the contracts are void. But 
this was a question which it was unnecessary to 


it 
| 
1} 
i] 
| 


| 


should be received 
to remove them from the Patriotic Bank and place 
them in the Bank of the Metropolis, and after- 
wards supposing they should be lost: what would 
the consequences be? Ifthe Bank of the Metrop- 
olis should not safely keep it, the officers would 
be released from their bonds, or if not released, 
they would be placed at the mercy and under the 


argue, because, unless authority can be shown for | power of one man, and an officer of the law not 
| it, it is void, except so far only as it depends upon || empowered to interfere with them. The Secre- 


| the honor of those with whom he has made the 
contract. He would like to know and be informed 
of the power and authority given to the Secreta 
for making these contracts which affect the while 


1} 
\| 
| 


tary has ordered the deposities to be made to the 
credit of the United States, but he has made no 
contract that the money placed in the receiving 
banks shall be secured to the United States. He 


treasure of the United States. Fie could find none, || has drawn the public money from the Bank of the 


and he had searched carefully. But, on the con- 
trary, he had found something the very opposite 
of it—something directly against it. e referred 
to the act read by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
passed in May, 1820. He would ask, does that 
act mean what that gentleman contended for or 
not? He had heard the construction given to it 
by that gentleman, and perfectly coincided with 
him in it. But there was another remark which 
he had to make on the Secretary’s argument on 
this subject. The Secretary says that the power 
to remove necessarily ‘draws after it the power to 


| 


issucd to transfer $200,000 to a particular place '! fix the place of deposite. Sir, it is a non sequitur. 


United States and the Treasury of the United 
States in direct violation of law. He has given 
drafts in favor of the Union Bank of aed and, 
the Girard Bank, the Mechanics’ and Manhattan 
Banks of New York, for aan to nearly 
three millions of dollars. How much more to 
other banks we do not know; and these drafts are 
not countersigned by the Comptroller in the ueual 
way. And as to the time when they were drawn, 
that is not known; but after they had been issued 
some time, it was discovered that they had been 
out and in the hands of the cashiers of these banks 
a month before they were presented for payment, 
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Where had the Secretary told us that he had placed 
these sums at the oe 4 of the banks for their 
relief? Nowhere. e has concealed it, and it 
was a most disingenuousconcealment. We know 
it now from. the correspondence of the banks with 
the Treasurer. But the drafts are said to be con- 
tingents, and that the banks should use the money 
if pressed by the United States Bank. He has 
drawn this money, or made it subject to be drawn, 
and placed it on a contingency to be judged of by 
the banka to whom they were given. What, then, | 
is thie but a loan to these banks to support their 
credit? What else could ithe? Was it for the 
puree of doing what the laws required? Are | 
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it from one man and giving it to another it should 


GLOBE. 


Jan, 8, 


Se 
Mr. HARPER, a bill making an appropriation 


be lost, the Government loses it, and not the bank. || for the erection of a marine hospital at Portland, 
It is an entire change of the responsibilities of the || Maine; 


nts, and the moment the bank loses ion 

of the money it loses its liabilities. The transfer 
must always be made where the legal responsi- 
bility is the same in the agent to which it is trans- 
ferred as in that from which it is taken. While 
he viewed the subject in this light, he must believe, 
and he must vote, too, that there has been here a 
most shameful abuse of power and violation of 
official duty by the Secretary. There is no relief 
for the act to be found in saying that Congress has 
laced no guard around the Treasury, and there- 


enators prepared to say that the Secretary could || fore it can be done. Congress has provided ample 
loan the people’s money to the banks for their own || guards. He viewed it as a direct violation of 


use, and this done, too, withoutgecurity? Where || 


is the security? Is it in the bond of the cashier? 
W ould the bank itself have been bound to answer 
to the Government for this money? Certainly not, 
until it was placed within its vaults. Thecashier 
might have drawn it and gone off with it, and not 
a single dollar of it could ever have been recovered 
—it would have been thrown on the waves without 
the means of ever reaching it again. And while 
these drafts were in the cashier’s hands, what was 
the situation of the books of the Treasury? They 
would have shown the tranafer, and if it had been 
lost, the joes would have been on the Treasurer 
himself. This act of the Secretary is a most ex- 
traordinary transaction; and he would only say, 
thatif the Secretary can do this, and Congress has 
been so negligent of its duty, and has provided no 
guards to the public Treasury, it becomes us now 
to repair the defect, and if anything had been omit- 
ted he hoped it would be so no longer. - But Con- 
gress has not neglected ite duty. Jt has secured 
guards enough around the Treasury. But weare 
told that new guards have been placed round it to 
save it from plunder. And what are these new 
guards? Themode of sending notices to the banks 
of drafts to prevent frauds. Sir, the mode of 
drawing money out of the Treasury has always 
been a uniform one. Four years ago we heard 
much about these Treasury guards. And this is 
only another instance to the many preceding it of 
trifies lighter than air being used for political 
effect,and to promote political objects. The drafts 
were in violation of the charter of the bank and of 
thelaws. They were secret. Theofficers had not 
the courage, or if they had, they had not the hon- 
esty, to announce the possession of them. And 
the danger impending from that cause over the 
public treasure, and the imprudence of the act, 
were not creditable to the sagacity of the Secretary. 
Two millions of drafts were in the hands of cash- 
iers totally irresponsible, which might have been | 
presented at a moment’s warning, and yet we are 
told that the Bank of the United States acted dis- 

meeneey and oppressively in guarding against 

them. Thatin these very greats it had violated its | 
charter and been guilty of gross misconduct, be- | 
cause it had placed a shield around itself to avoid 
the assaults of those who ought to protect and sus- 
tain it. Sir, said Mr.S.,if the Senate will sustain | 
the reasons of the Secretary, there are no longer 

any guards upon the public Treasury. The Pres- 

ident of the United States and Secretary of the 

Treasury may take it when and to where they 

please, and he would ask, was the Senate prepared 

to justify the act? But an apology had been offered 

for this act of the Secretary, that they were transfer 
drafta. And what, he would ask, is atransfer draft? | 
It is simply this: the money of the Government is | 
in a particular place where it is not wanted, and | 
they wish it transferred to a place where they do | 
want it for disbursement. For instance, the money | 
is in the bank at Philadelphia, and it is wanted in | 
Norfolk. A draft is drawn on the bank in Phil- | 
adelphia to place it in Norfolk to meet the demands | 
of the Government there. It is a mere letter of | 
advice to place it where the Government wants it. 

It is not properly a draft to take money away from 

the bank on which it is drawn, but merely tochange 

its place of disbursement. When was 
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is transfer || 


w. The law has directed the manner in which 
the money should be taken out of the Treasury, 
and ite directions have not been pursued. The 
| proofs offered by the gentleman from Kentucky 
were, to his mind,conclusive. And hefelt impelled 
to say that the time when this act was done drew 
none of his respect towards it. It was done when 
the Secretary knew he could not accomplish the 
act and the purposes designed, unless done before 
the meeting of Congress. e knew it was a 
} question of momentous interest and importance; 

at if deferred, it must agitate Congress in their 
deliberations, while they were ing arrange- 
ments for depositing the public money elsewhere. 
He knew that he would be insulting Congress, 
and that Congress would not approve of the act. 
Recollect almost the last act of the representatives 
of the people, when called on by the highest 
authority to act, was to express their opinion, as 
the representatives of the ple, that the public 
money was safe in the United States Bank; and 
yet, in six months, and within sixty daye of the 
next meeting of Congress, a Secretary of the 
Treasury is found disregarding the opinion of 
Congress, and it may be said acting in direct vio- 
lation of their instructious. The Secretary knew 
all this—ay, more; he knew that if the money was 
once removed, it would require a law, or a joint 
resolution of Congress, to restore it. He knew, 
and he believed, too, if he could get the money 
out, that unless two thirds of both Houses could 
be obtained in favor of the restoration, a single 
word from the President would veto it. Sir, it 
was to prevent the legislative action that this act 
was done. And is there a parallel to it in history? 
| Is there in all history an instance of greater scorn 
| towards the Legislature? No, sir! A Secretary 
| does an act within sixty days of the-meeting of 
Congress, and by this act bereaves Congress of 
| their whole power over the Treasury of the Union. 
| He (Mr. S.) stood here to maintain the authority 
| of Congress, and he would maintain its power over 
| the Treasury of the paar 
| Here Mr. SOUTHARD yielded the floor to 
| Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, upon whose motion 
| the Senate adjourned. 


i 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepwespay, January 8, 1834. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing letter from Mr. Buttarp: 
House or Representatives, 
January 8, 1834. 
Sir: I have the honor to inform you that my 
| gent in the House of Representatives of the United 
| States, over which you preside, has become vacant, 
by resignation addressed to the Executive of the 
State of Louisiana. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
_ obedient servant, H. A. BULLARD. 
| Hon. Anprew Stevenson, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
| Which was laid on the table, 
| Mr. WHITTLESEY reported a bill for the 
| relief of Frangois Suzor; 
| Mr. GHOLSON, a bill for the relief of Henry 
and Robert Sewell; 
Mr. McKIM, a bill for the relief of the crew of 





draft ever used to place the people’s money in the | the brig Sarah G 


hands of other banks for their own use? Never. 
Was it ever to be used to take mone 


5 
Mr. SELDEN, a bill making an appropriation 


from one | for the improvement of the Hudson river; 
partof atown to another part? The object of the || 


Mr. R. M. JOHNSON, a bill to provide for the 


Government is to pay its debis,and nothing else. || surges of the widowsand orphans of such officers 


And what is the effect of this transfer, according 
to the doctrine of the Secretary? Why, if in taking 


| of the Army as die whilst in the service of the 
| United States; 


Mr. MANN, a bill for the relief of W. L. 
Cockerill; and 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, a bill for the relief of 
James Marsh; 

All which bille were severally read twice and 


committed. ; 

Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported that that committee had agreed 
to the amendments made by the Senate to the bill 
making an appropriation in pers for the service of 
Government for 1834; and the bill was then com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 


REMOVAL OF THE DEPOSITES. 

The House having resumed the consideration of 
the motion to refer the Secre of the Treasury’s 
report on the deposites to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and the question being upon the mo- 
tion of Mr. McDourrre to add to the motion for 
reference the following instructions to the said com- 
mittee: ‘* With instructions to report a joint reso- 
* lution, providing that the pace revenue hereafter 
6 collected shall be deposited in the Bank of the Uni 
‘ted States, in compliance with the public faith 
‘ pledged by the charter of the said bank;”’ 


Mr. BINNEY rose and said, that in the 
remarks which he had the honor to ad- 
| dress tothe House yesterday, he had con- 
cluded what he had to say upon the first 
of the general propositions to be found in 


'| the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


‘but which was not sustained by any argu- 
| ment from him. He would now proceed 
to discuss the second proposition, which 
was one affecting, as he viewed it, the 
House as a component part of the Legis- 
lature, and affecting, also, their whole legis- 
lative power in the most critical and vital 
| parts, as would appear from the statement 
of the Secretary itself. It was in terms 
that the power reserved to the Secretary 
of the Treasury dees not depend for its 
| exercise merely on the safety of the pub- 
lic money in the hands of the bank, nor 
upon the fidelity with which it has con- 
ducted itself; but that he has the right to 
_remove the deposites, and it is his duty to 

remove them whenever the public interest 
or convenience will be promoted by the 
change; that even although Congress 
should be convinced that the depository 
/was unsafe, or that the interests of the 
| people imperiously demanded the removal, 
he alone, not they, had any control in the 
/matter. These were the terms of the 
Secretary himself, and the House must 
| perceive, that this must be their plain 
meaning ; and forthus stating it so plainly, 
he acknowledged that much benefit was 
thereby procured for those gentlemen who 
_were disposed to controvert him ; for if his 

propositions had not been put so plainly, 
or had been given in an ambiguous man- 
ner, when they discussed the subject, it 
_might be alleged that what they urged 
| was not an answer to the proposition at 
all. Now, he called on the House to rec- 
‘ollect that this proposition denied the 
| power of the House, and-was put forward 
| by the Secretary as a justification of his 
/own acts. This was a question as to the 
| interpretation to be given to the terms of 
a statute ; it was a question of the exten- 

sion of authority or restraint to be ascer- 


‘| tained from the reasons and within the 





1834. 











scope presented. What, then, must be 
the surprise of the House at finding in the | 
letter this remarkable expression, “ that | 
‘the power over the place of deposite 
would seem properly to belong to the | 
‘legislative department of the Govern- 
‘ment;” further adding ‘that it was diffi- 
‘cult to imagine why the authority to) 
‘ withdraw it from this bank was confined 
‘to the Executive.” Difficult to imagine! 
thinks the Secretary, why Congress should 
deprive themselves of this power? But, 
to any person accustomed to the inter- 
yretation of statutes, their surprise must 
e that he had not come to a contrary 
conclusion—that the House did not do- 
prive themselves of it, regarding hirs a3 | 
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therefore, was, that nothing is placed in the hands 
of the Executive but what the Constitution has 
put there. 

The gentleman from Tennessee assumes that the 
President may exercise entire power over the 
Treasury Department in virtue of his power of 
removal. This suggested a theme eo vast that he 
could but barely touch some few of its points. Mr. 
B. then ee at considerable length against the 
position of the member from Tennessee, that the 


_ power of removal was incidental to the appoint- 


ment. In illustration of his views he put a case. 


_Who directs the marshal in the discharge of his 


| 


their officer, and their power over the | 


money, supreme; it is to remain where 
placed, until drawn from, by appropria- 
tions made in conformity to law. 


duties? The court. Who appoints and removes 
the marshal? The court? Certainly not. But 
does it follow that the courts are, therefore, unable 
to give directions to the marshal? The doctrine 
contended for was a political absurdity. He ad- 
mitted that the President had the right of direction, 
but it did not result from his power of appointment 
and removal, but from official connexion and sub- 
ordination, Again, it is said that all power must 
be judicial, ministerial, or executive; that this 


| power is not ministerial nor judicial, and is, there- 


The Secretary says that the charter de- | 


volves upon the Executive the exclusive 
power of removing the deposites. Mr. B. 
submitted that the power was given not to 
the Executive, nor to an agent of the Ex- 
ecutive, but to the agent of Congress. 
He then passed to the consideration of | 
arguments drawn from the acts organizing | 
and regulating the Departments. The first | 
act was passed in 1788. This regards the 
Department of Foreign Affairs. It provides | 
that the head of this Department shall per- | 
form and execute such duties as shall be 
devolved upon him, from time to time, by 
the President, and shall conduct the busi- | 
ness in such manner as the President shall, | 








from time to time, prescribe, The next act | 


established the War Departinent, and pro- | 
vides that the Secretary of War should ex- 
ecute such duties as the President, in pur- 
suance of the Constitution, should devolve 
upon him. When they came to establish 
the Department of the Navy, they did it in 
the same words. But when they came to 
establish the Department of the Treasury, 
we see that they changed the title of the 
act and its whole language; it was, as 
first reported by the committee, entitled 
an act to establish an Executive Depart- 
ment, &c., but the title was subsequently 
changed. This act makes it the duty of 


the Secretary of the Treasury to propose | 


| ident’s organization of his Gabinet; but if he was 
not misinformed, the Attorney General and the || 
The || 
The || 


fore, executive. But there were certain acts per- 
taining to one Department which were oftentimes | 
committed to another Department. Again, it was 

said that the President has power to demand the 
opinion, in writing, of each head of Department, 
and that this must be for the purpose of giving 
directions in regard to the subject of the opinion 
called for. He had nothing to do with the Pres- 


Postmaster General were members of it. 
Cabinet was not made by the Constitution. 
President had no power from the Constitution to | 
ask the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury | 
which at all interferred with his argument. The | 
Attorney General and Postmaster General were 
Cabinet officers, but they were not recognized as 
executive officers by the Constitution. 

The Constitution says that the President may 
require the opinion of the principal executive offi- 
cers in each Department, &c. If the Treasut y De- 
partment was not an executive department, then 
the President has no power to ask the opinion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. So we may leave | 
this provision out of the question. Finally,it was | 
said by the gentleman from Tennessee that it was | 
the duty of the President to take care that the laws | 
be faithfully executed; and from this he derived 





| the power of the President over the Treasury De- 


| partment. 


It was a good rule in logic that what 
proves too much proves too little. Thisargument 
goes beyond the concerns of the Departments, and 
gives the President the power of directing the Su- 
preme Court in the discharge of their duty. It 





violated its charter. The powers of the Secretary 
were to direct transfers of the public funds, and 
| to withhold from the bank the public deposites. 
| IT repeat, said Mr. B., thatthe entire and exciu- 
| sive control of the public deposites is inherent in 
| Congress, except so far as it is given to the bank. 
| Here he did not confound power with right. Con- 
| gress, he contended, had abvaolute right over the 
| deposites to the whole extent to which they had 
| not parted with it to the bank. Congress is the 
| treasurer of the people. It represents the people 
| in raising revenue, in guarding it, and in appro- 
| priating it to the public service. It gives certain 
| Tights to the bank, subject toa covenant. If the 
| bank violated the covenant, there was an equiva- 
| lent discharge from obligation on the other side. 
| If the bank violated the agreement, the right re- 
| verta to Congress to dispose of the deposites as it 

pleases. Now, gentlemen might make the rights 
of the bank as broad or as narrow as they please; 
as soon as one part of the agreement was violated! 
Congress could resume the whole power. The 
| object of Congress was to provide for the safety 
| of the deposites. The instant the bank ceases to 
| perform her duty, that instant Co 8 might act. 
| Hlere, in the charter, the power is given to the 
| Secretary of the Treasury to act when it was im- 
| possible that Congress could act—that is, when 
| Congress was not in session. The dangerous 
| consequences of the doctrine contended for must 

strike every one. It stripped Congress of all 
power over the public money. Shali we stain the 
| memory of the Congress of 1816 by supposing that 

they intended to give away this money to the 
bank and the Secretary of the Treasury, to enable 
them to hold it and control it as long as they mu- 
tually connived at each other’s conduct, while 
| Congress stood by with their hande tied ?—for the 
| doctrine comes to this. Did the Congress of 1816 
intend toactin this manner? No, eir. They made 
a plain, obvious, and useful provision, giving the 
Secretary the power to withhold the deposites 
from the bank in a certain case, because, from his 
| situation, he would necessarily be apprised of any 
| approaching danger to the public money. This 
act was implicitly and almost expressly subjected 
| by the terms of the charter to the revision of Con- 
gress, 
~ So much for the proposition that Congress can- 
not interfere, 

{The remainder of Mr. Buywey’s remarks for 

this day are unavoidably omitted. 
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IN SENATE. 
Tuurspar, January 9, 1834. 
Mr. KANE, from the Committee on Private 


|turned the whole structure of the Government || Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
ees down—fused all departments into one. || heirs and legal representatives of Thomas H. 


| powers of the President, but to remove all ob- | 


e admitted the power of the President to remove 


att. officer who wilfully disobeyed the law. The | 


clause in question was given not to enlarge the 


| Boyle; which was read a first and second time. 

r. KANE also, from the same committee, 
| reported a bill for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Lawrence Whitaker, deceased; upon 


structions to the discharge of the duties devolved || which a similar order was had. 
‘upon him by other clauses of the Constitution. 


plans to be submitted to Congress for rais- | 


ing and collecting the revenue, to. pre- 
scribe the form of keeping accounts, and to 


execute such duties as by law might be |) wasthe truth in regard to the matter in hand—the 


' removal of the deposites. The Secretary was to 


required of him. All the three other De- 


partments are presidential Departments, | 


belonging to the office of President. Now, 
the Treasury Department was not a depart- 
ment of the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment in name or design. To have 
placed the public money in an executive 
department, under the control of the Pres- 
ident, would have been.a solecism in the 
Constitution. The money was to be drawn 
from the Treasury by warrant alone. Such 
a thing as making the Treasury an execu- 
tive department, and, at the same time, 
giving Congress the sole power of appro- 
priations, would have been a solecism and 
constitutional absurdity. His position, 


| How does that 
| the President? 


e assumed, therefore, as to the right of removal, 
that it gave the power of direction over such offi- 
cers as preferred office to duty; but that it left the 
question at issue where it found it. 

If his view was generally true, how much clearer 





Whose reasons— 
Doubtless his own. 
uare with his responsibility to 
he is responsible to the Presi- 


ive reasons for their removal. 
is own or the President’s? 


If 





| dent, must he not give his reasons to the President? 


To his own master he must answer, ahd-not to 


another. The right of removal was, moreover, a 


| charter regulation—a regulation by compact. Look 
at the language of the charter, There were author- 


| to the Secretary of the Reneny 

| ties were to be performed e 
| would all have been assign 
| ter. Buta portion was given to the President by 
‘name, and a portion to the Secretary by name. 
| The powers of the President are toa 


ities given to the President, and authorities given 

If all these du- 
President, they 
to him by the char- 


ad 


| 





int direct- | 


Mr. POLNDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Cal- 
vin Smith, with an amendment. 
| Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same committee, 
| also reported a bill to enable the assignee of Joshua 
Mills to make a location of iand; which bills were 
read and committed. 

; Mr. ROBINSON made a report from the Com- 
| mittee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Library Committee, 
reported a resolution for the purchase of a buat, 
on the part of Congress, of the late Chief Justice 
Ellsworth. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, in conformity with notice 
given yesterday, asked and obtained leave-to in- 
troduce a bill for the relief of Ithiel Town; which 
was read; and 

On motion of Mr. TOMLINSON, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian — 
Affairs, made a report unfavorable to the petition 
of Matthew Irwin, whieh was-concurred in. 

Mr. MANGUM, from the Commitiee on For- 
eign Relations, moved that Enos Leavy have leave 











| ors on the part of the Government, with the advice | to withdraw his memorial and accompanying pa- 


| and consent of the Senate, and to direct the issue 
| of a scire facias to ascertain whether the Bank bad 


! pers: which was 


eed to. 


ir. SHEPLEY presented a petition of David 
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Pearce and others, for the abolition of slavery in 


the District of Columbia; which was referred to || given ue anuncalled forargument. [ object to the 


the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
After a short time Mr. PRESTON moved to 
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called for documents, for documents, and he has 


| printing because it would be an implied approba- 
| tion of the unwarrantable attempt of the Secretary ; 


reconsider the vote of reference, with a view to | a precedent which I, for one, sir, am not disposed 


lay the same on the table for a few days. Mr. 
PRESTON said, as the petition related to a ques- 
tion which was of a very interesting character in 
the South, he desired an opportunity of examining 


into it. 

Mr. SPRAGUE made a few remarks against 
the motion. 

After some further conversation between Messrs. 
CHAMBERS, PRESTON, and SHEPLEY, 

Mr. PRESTON withdrew his motion to recon- 


sider. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, rted a bill with amend- 
ments concerning certain public roads; which was 
read and committed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented communi- 
eations from the Secretary of the Navy and the 
Secretary of War, in reference to expenditures 
made in those Departments; which were read and 
iaid upon the table. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the || 


Senate a letter from the Secretary of W ar, respon- 
sive to the resolution offered by Mr. SHEPLEY 
on the 7th instant: 

** That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate any information within the 
Department showing the injury done by storms, 
during the month of Deccmnher ast, to the pier on 
the western side of the entrance to Kennebunk 
river, in the State of Maine, and the necessity of 


an immediate repair; and to furnish an estimate of | 


the sum required to make the necessary repairs.’’ 


The following bills were read a third time and | 


assed: 
A bill for the relief of George Chinn; 
A bill for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
Robert Labarr; 
A bill for the relief of Phineas Sprague and 
others; 
A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Lobdell; 
A bill for the relief of John Hone & Sons; 
A bill making appropriations for constructing 
certain roads in the Territory of Arkansas; 
A bill for the relief of Felix Spencer; 
A bill for the relief of John Hartal; 
A bill for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
Felix Adrain; 
A bill granting certain privileges to the Balti- 
more and Ohio railroad; 
A bill granting privileges in constructing a lat- 
eral branch of the same company. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, after reading the message 
of the President of the United States of the 6th 


instant relating to the presents made to the Amer- | 


ican coysul at ‘Tangier by the Emperor of Morocco, 
made a few explanatory observations previous to 
introducing the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requesied to cause to be laid before the 
Senate a schedule of the several articles received 
by the ministers, consuls, or other agents of the 

overnment of the United States at foreign courts, 
as presents from the Governments at which they 
were respectively accredited, and by them depvus- 
ited in the Department of State; specifying each 
article, and its estimated value, and the name of 
the minister, coneul, or agent to whom the present 
was made. 

Mr. POINDEXTER asked its consideration at 
this time; when, no objection having been made, 
it was considered and adopted. 

Mr. WILKINS adverted to an order made the 
other day by the Senate, requiring to be printed, 
for the use of its members, 5,000 copies of the 
reasons of the Sec: of the Treasury for the 
removal of the public deposites. Another paper, 
in conformity with a call from the Senate, had 
subsequently been furnished by the : 
As both reports were upon the seme subject, Mr. 
Wixms moved that a similar number ( ) be 
printed for the purposes of distribution. 

Mr. CLAY objected to the motion, and hoped 
the Senate would not make the order, at least at 
this time. We, said Mr. C., asked of the Secre- 
tary documents, sir, and he chose to respond to 
our demands by an argument. I repeat, sir, we 


| to sanction. 

| Mr. Cray concluded by moving that the resolu- 

tion lie upon the table; which being assented to by 

Mr. Wiveis, such order was taken upon it. 
Petitions and memorials were presented b 

Mesers. TYLER, SHEPLEY, and SWIFT, 

which obtained the usual reference, 


The following resolutions were proposed, and 
lie one day of course: 

By Mr. ROBBINS, 

Resolved, That the Joint Library Committee be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of a prop- 
osition to be made by Congress to the Parliament 
of Great Britain, to interchange and exchange 
copies of the acts and proceedings of their respect- 
| ive bodies, from ~~ to year, and also the expe- 
| diency of doing the same thing with regard to the 
| 





| legislative Chambers of France. 


By Mr. HENDRICKS, 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
| to communicate to the Senate, a report of the agent 
recently employed in examining the Cumberland 
road west of the Ohio river. 

The Senate then proceeded to consider the 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The resolution of Mr. SPRAGUE— 

| Thatthe Committee on the Library be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of subscribing, for 

the use of Congress, to a new statistical work 

|| proposed to be published by George Watterston— 

as adopted. 

The resolution of Mr. MANGUM— 

That the resolution adopted on the 14th of May, 
1830, directing the Secretary of the Senate to con- 
tract with the printer of the House of Represent- 
atives for copies of the documents printed by 
order of the House, be, and the same is hereby, 
rescinded, 

Was, on motion of Mr. FORSYTH, laid upon 
the table—ayes 25, noes not counted. 

The resolution of Mr. KENT, 

That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
| Roads be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
_ of so modifying the law regulating the Post Office 
| Department as to authorize the transmission by 
| mail of such books and public records, whether 
| bound or in boards, as the Executives of the re- 
| spective States are in the habit of interchanging 
| with each other, upon such terms as will best com- 
| port with the importance of the subject. 

The resolution of Mr. PORTER, 

That the Postmaster General be directed to re- 
ort to the Senate the number of failures which 
ave occurred during the last twelve monthafin 

carrying the mail between the city of Washington 
and New Orleans, by the southern route, and the 
|, number and amount of forfeitures enforced by him 
|| in eS of these failures during the same 
| r Being under consideration, Mr. GRUNDY pro- 
posed the following amendment, viz: 
| After the word “ route’’ insert ‘‘ the names of 
| the contractors who may have failed to fulfill their 
contracts, together with,’’ and before the words 
* the number,” &c. 

Which being accepted by Mr. PORTER, the 
resolution, as modified, was adopted. 

The Senate then proceeded to the special order 
of the day. 


THE REMOVAL OF DEPOSITES, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolutions submitted by Mr. Cray on the 26th 
ultimo. 

Mr. SOUTHARD said that the adjournment 
took place yesterday just before he had closed the 
consideration of the last act performed by the 
Secretary in his withdrawal of the deposites from 
the United States Bank. He was then showing 
that the Secretary could not perform what he had 
undertaken to do. He now ed to show 
that the Secretary had, since the meeting of Con- 
gress, forbidden the Bank of the United States 
from performing its accustomed duty to the Gov- 
ernment as commissioner of loans. A most 
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marked insult to Co Mr. 8S. then went 
into a minute statement to show that the Post- 
' master General had been authorized to borrow, 
_ and had borrowed, from certain State banks about 
| $400,000, to meet the deficiency in the revenue of 
that Department, besides over drafts, the extent of 
which he did not know, and (he continued) all 

this scheme was going on while the Secretary was 

_ placing the money of the Government in irrespon- 
| sible places. Mr. S. contended that if the char- 
ter of the bank was to expire in fifty hours, he 
would compel the agents of the Government to 
restore the deposites to the place from whence 
they were taken. But the Senate were to investi- 
te the reasons of the Secretary, and in doing so 

e should not undertake to examine the issue 
formed between the President and the Secretary 
| in relation to it—he would let them try that them- 
selves. We are to look to its consequences, not 
upon the Government itself, and the people of the 
United States. The President of the United 
States and the bank were but as a feather com- 
ared to the interests of this Union and the vio- 
ated laws of the land. He was willing, for the 
sake of the argument, to regard the reasons of the 
Secretary as true, and that he was acting by his 
own impulse, and upon his own judgment; but it 
eagle great faith to believe it when it was con- 
sidered that we had the positive assertion of Mr. 
Duane that he was to act by the orders of the 
President, and upon his responsibilityalone. Let 
the feeling be what it may, the issue he meant to 
try was between the violated laws of the country 
and the punishment, he might call it, due to the 
violators of them. It was.necessary to look first 
to the Secretary’s principles for his reasons; for 
if they be untrue or unsound, his conclusions 
must be false, also. The Secretary speaks of the 
Treasury and the Treasury Department as one 
| and the same thing. Now, there is a t dis- 
| tinction between the Secretary of the Treasury, 
| who is required to perform certain general and 
known duties, and the Treasurer, a ministerial 
officer, from whom certain specific duties are re- 
quired. We shall see what he says 7 adverting 

| to pages one and two of his report. Mr. 5S. then 
read an extract showing the duties of ‘he Secre- 
tary in the absence of any legislative provision 
applicable to the act he felt called on to perform. 
r.8. continued. Headmits that the deposites 

| are safe in the Bank of the United States, but the 
bank having violated its charter, he has a right to 
‘remove them as he thinks proper. The power 
thus claimed is an original power, emanating out 
of that belonging to his office, and the President’s 
power emaneting from his general power to see 
the laws faithfully executed. Mr. S. took leave 
to say that the reasons were unsound and unjusti- 
fied by the law or the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Mr, 8. here read at length extracts 
from the several laws establishing and regulating 
the Treasury Department, for the purpose of show- 
ing that the general powers and duties of the 
Secretary were defined and prescribed, and that 
| they gave no color to the power assumed by him 
for the removal of the deposites, and then con- 
tended that the power to take the money of the 
‘nation and appoint the agents of the Government 
‘belonged to the Congress of the United States alone, 
and that the Secretary has assumed duties which 

| did not belong to him. What, he would ask, is 
| the character of that power? Is it not as purely a 
| legislative power as any other known to the Con- 
stitution? Does not the Constitution place it in 
the hands of Congress to deal with and manage 
and control the purse of the nation? It is a legis- 
lative power, and of the very highest legislative 
| character under ourGovernment. But if the Sec- 
were to argue that it was an Executive 
power, what then? Must it not be conferred ? and 
if it is not conferred, how can he act? The Secre- 
tary will find no relief from those who claim this 
as an executive power. But his claim is for an 
‘unlimited and an unrestricted power, and he ex- 
presses his wonder that Congress should have 
conferred such a power upon him. In this, Mr. 
|S. said, he would most cordially join him; he 
really wondered at the assumption of a power 
| which was not granted by thelaws. But suppose 
| the Secretary had said in his report that the Presi- 
dent ordered him to remove the deposites, and he 
had done it in pursuance of such order, would this 
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beany relief to him, or would it remove the Secre- 
tary’s responsibility? The President was not | 
authorized, under our Constitution and laws, to , 
tnke off the responsibility of any officer of the | 











Government on whom Congress has imposed such 
responsibility. He would suppose a case. Sup- 

ose an officer of the Government to violate a law, 
- order of the President will his responsibility 
be removed? Certainly not. There were only 
two modes by which the responsibility could be 
taken off. One was by the power of an armed 
force. The other, where a man says a thing and 
it is believed where he does it, and is applauded, 
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| to superintend and watch over? Sir, these direct 
| Ors were not sent to act as spies and informers 
could be brought to control both the act and the || upon the bank, but to represent one of the parties 
cause of the act. Could the President undertake || in the concern. By the acceptance of the terme 
to say how a man should perform his duty under || by the people, which were dictated by the Govern- 
the laws? The legislative power has directed its || ment, it had no right to travel out of its terms and 
agent to perform acertain act according to his dis- || require others. 





should be either done or forbidden, as required 
by law; but then only until the legislative action 





cretion. How, then, can he doso, if the President 
can interpose? and if he can, how is there anything, 
either of judicial or legislative power, left? There 
is none; the President possess the whole judicial 
power of the country. If it beso, he can direct 
the marshal to bring before your courts all and any 





be the act what it may. Popularity may justify || person, at his pleasure or his enmity; and where, 


| 
| 


r. S. was no friend to the bank; 
was not a stockholder, and never had been; he did 
not know ten of its directors, and had enjoyed as 
little of ite benefits as any other man; but it had 
performed the terms required of it. The Secretary 
admits that the deposites are safe; the bank did 
restore the currency of the country, and in doing 
so passed millions into the Treasury which would 


assuming the responsibility, but it isa mostdanger- || then, is 


ous experiment. Mr. 8. said that the whole result 
in his mind was, that if there was a single power 
which could relieve any officer of his whole respon- 
sibility, it was an unmitigated despotism. What, 
he would inquire, is a despotism, but that one man 
should say to another, you are to act on my respon- 
sibility? Could the Autocrat of the Russias, could 





| sanction such powers? If they were, they were pre- 


| 


| otherwise have been lost. From a depreciation of 
| twelve or fifteen per cent. it had raised the paper 
| money then in the hands of the Government to 
| par, by which it was enabled to pay nine millions 
| of the national debt years sooner than it would 
| have been paid. Everything which had been ob- 


a trial by jury, that sacred guarantied 
right, which is the life and soul of this country? 
He would ask, then, if Senators were prepared to 


pared to be slaves. He was not prepared to say 
the President would abuse his power. But if he 
did not, who could know who his successor, or the 


successors of his successor, might be? He (Mr. 





the Sultan of Turkey, do more? If one mancan || S.) would not trust any man on earth with sucha 
take upon himself the whole responsibility of every | power. The conclusion of his mind, then, was, 
agent of Government, it is a revolution already, | and he had come to it on anxious reflection, that 
which, although bloodless, yet, in the emphatic || it was a high abuse of power in the Executive to 
language of the gentleman from Kentucky, may not | displace an officer because he would not execute 
continue so when the people, in their throes, shall || his duties by the Executivestandard. He regarded 
begin to feel the chains riveted upon them. He |; the dismissal of Mr. Duane, not as a triumph 
had always thought the Constitution of the United 1 over the Secretary or the bank, but over the people 
States expressly designed to keep the Executive || and over the law of the land. But to return to 
apart from the Treasury of the nation. At the | the preéxisting power. If the Treasurer is to re- 
time of the formation of that instrument the subject || ceive and keep the money, does it not follow that 
engaged the attention of some of the mostenlight- || he shall select the place where it shall, on hisown 
ened men of our country, and the cry of every | responsibility, be safely kept? But suppose we 
patriot was to keep them far asunder; and accord- | should admit the power claimed by the Secretary. 
ingly the Treasury Department was established || What is his reasoning upon it? He says it was 
for the purpose of preventing the Executive from || reserved in the sixteenth section of the bank char- 
having the control of the money of the nation. | ter; but if it is to be found nowhere else, it is a 

Mr. 8. here read at length from the laws of the || useless provision, for it will not bear him out in 





United States the manner in which money was to | 
be drawn from the Treasury; that the Treasurer 
was to give bond; and asked, why was the Treas- 
urer to give bond if the Secretary was authorized 
to draw the money, put it where he pleased, and 
select his own agents? Why was not the Secre- 
tary himself required to give bond? There is not | 
aman in the Government, a disbursing officer,who | 
is not obliged to give bond; and why is it that the | 
Treasurer is to give it, and not the Secretary him- 
self? There is but one solution to the question— 
that he alone is the officer appointed to receive | 
and keep the moneys of the United States. Before | 
Congress had provided the place for keeping the | 
public money the Treasurer was obliged to keep 
it safely. But when a place was provided by Con- 
gress for its reception, the Treasurer was not held 
responsible, but the guardians of that place; it was | 
only when no place was provided for it that the | 
Treasurer was bound to keepit. It was the object | 
of Congress to remove the Treasury as far as pos- 
sible from the Executive, or otherwise Congress 
would not have required the Secretary to make his 
communications to Congress only. If it had been 
otherwise, why was he not required to make his 
reports to the President, like the Secretary of War 
and Navy? Batit is said that all this reasoning is 
of no validity, because the President retains the 
power of dismission; and, therefore, the inference 
18, that this power of dismission is to give to the 
Fresident the entire control over our whole polit- 
ical system. Is this, can this be true? Hedid not 
deny the 
tion which had been agitated and settled at a very 
early day; but then it was aman to be exer- | 
cised as it now has been. Thecelebrated Elbridge | 
Gerry, a prophet, and more than a prophet, fore- 
saw the result of an abuse of this power, for he 
fixed the period at the year 1829. At his day 
there was not a man in Congress of the United 
States that ever dreamed that that power could or 
would be exercised for ade purposes, or for ena- 
bling the Executive to obtain the contro! over the 
Treasury of the Union. They went no further 
than to admit that it might be done. It wasa 
power that was to be exercised under the control 
of the laws, and it has always been so exercised, 
until very lately. Where there is a power and a 
duty to be exercised agreeably to law, and there is 
a mental or other physical incapacity to exercise 
the duty, Mr. S. admitted that there was a power 

d in the Executiveto see that the act enjoined 


wer of dismission. That was a ques- | 


his position. 

Mr. S. having again argued at length upon the 
contract entered into between the Government and 
the bank by thecharter, and also upon the general 
nature and proper and legal construction of con- 
tracts, said this contract was a voluntary act or 
offer on the part of the Government; the formation 
of it was not called for by the bank or the individ- 
uals who were to be concerned init. It was not, 
however, uncalled for by the Government, for the 
Government was forced by the necessities of the 
| nation to offer the charter, and it prescribed the 
| terms of its own accord—it made a voluntary offer 
to the people, which, having been embraced, the 
contract is sealed, and the nation would disregard 
its own honor if it should now stand by and see it 
| violated by the officers of the Government. At 
| the time the Government made this offer the evils 
| of the country were great, and it was wished to 
create a fiscal agent for itsownuse. It, therefore, 
prescribed the terms on which it should act. True, 
it might have left this to the State banks, but it 
had passed an act on the 15th of January, 1815, 
which created such an agent; the President, how- 
ever, vetoed the bill; but, let it be remembered, not 
on constitutional grounds. But at the next ses- 
sion Congress saw the immense difficulties upon 
the country which they were compelled to cut 
through, and being on the eve of chartering the 
| present bank, they required of it the performance 
| of certain terms, the payment of specie, the resto- 
| ration of the currency, to act as the fiscal agent of 

the Government to keep safely the public money, 
and transfer it to any place where it might be 
required, without any expense to the Government, 
On the other hand, Congress had given it an actof 
incorporation, had subscribed seven millions to 
its stock, had made it its fiscal agent, and held 
out invitations to the people to subscribe’ the re- 
mainder of the stock. All this was the act of 
Congress, and it was dishonorable now to violate 
acontract which was the result of its own proposi- 
tion. It was nota question of this man or that man 
at that day. The bank was required to perform 
certain duties, and if it failed to do them the char- 
ter prescribed a remedy. But when it had per- 
formed all the duties required of it, it had a right 
to profit for themselves—to heap up as much as it 
could for the stockholders. What was the sub- 
scription of Congress to the stock? Was it more 
that a subscription of the people, whose interest in 
the bank the Government directors were appointed 





tained by the Government through the Bank of 


| Columbia (and it had not lost a single cent) had 
| been saved by the branch here, at a loss to the 
| branch of at an $150,000. And yet the Secre- 
| tary says that although the bank may have per- 
| formed all the terms of its stipulation, he may 
| Violate the terms offered by the Government, end 
| remove the deposites. No matter what are his 
reasons or motives—no matter how vile they may 
be, he contends that he isthe agent of the Govern- 
ment, and can remove them whenever he thinks 
| fit. Ifthis could be, Mr. S. thought it proved a 
| deep and degraded state of both public and private 
| morality. But he says, further, that he may do it 
| whenever,in his judgment, the puplic interest and 

convenience in any degree require it—the slightest 
notions of conventence are to justify him in tramp- 
ling down a contract which the pledged honor of 


| the Government required him to uphold. Con- 


venience was a stale apology, which usurpers = 
could readily grasp hold of for the assumption of 
power. Did Congress, when it adopted that sec- 
tion in the bank charter on which this assumed 
power is founded, believe that it ‘was conferring 
such a power? Did the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts now here, but then a member of 
the House of Representatives, who penned that 
| section, understand at the time that it was con- 
ferring such a power? 

Mr. WEBSTER. No, no, no. 

Mr. 8. then continued, by reading at length an 
extract from an opinion given by Mr. Taney when 
Attorney General of the United States, for the 
| purpose of showing that he held opinions on the 
doctrine of powers and delegated trusts different 
from those on which he acted in the removal! of 
the deposites. Mr. 8. then went intoan examin- 
ation of the opinions imputed to Mr. Crawford 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to 
the removal of the Government deposites. He 
read the resolution of Congress from Story, third 
volume, page 1616, upon which he contended that 
Mr. Crawford’s correspondence was founded, and 
that it proceeded from the anxiety of Congress to 
restore specie payments before the Bank of the 
United States went into operation, and to witl- 
hold the large amount of Government funds in 
State bank paper from the United States Bank, to 
protect them from that bank. Mr. 8. had just 
concluded his argument on that point, when he 
yielded the floor to Mr. SPRAGUE, on whose 
motion the Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuunspayr, January 9, 1834. 

The following bille were reported from the 
standing committees, read twice, and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole: 

By Mr. WHITE, of New York, a bill author- 
izing the purchase of live-oak frames for a frigate 
and sloop of war, and for other worn 

Also, a bill to authorize the President of the 
United States to direct transfers of appropriations 
in the naval service, under certain circumstances. 
ca Mr. INGE, a bill for the relief of John C. 

ailor. 

By Mr. CASEY, a bill to continue the Cumber- 
land road from Mississippi to thecity of Jefferson, 

n the State of Missouri. 

By Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, a bill approving 

sundry preémption claime in the southeastern dis- 
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trict of Louisiana. [The consideration of this bil! 
was postponed to Tuesday next. ] 

By Me. ASHLEY, a bill authorizing the relin- 
quishment of the sixteenth section of public lands 
granted to the use of schools, and the entry of 
other !ande in lieu thereof. 

Also, a bill granting the right of preémption to 
John Yantis. Read twice, and ordered to be en- 


ossed. 

By Mr. MUHLENBERG, a bill for the relief 
of the legal representatives of William Rogers, 
decensed. 

By Mr. CRANE, a bill for the relief of Benja- 
min Jacobs, surviving executor of John Baird, 
deceased. 





le quorum of seven must authorize the business to 
| be done. The charter requires a quorum to give 
effect to what was proposed to be done. Sir, the 
| Secretary of the ee seems not to be aware 
what the constitution of the charter was and is, as 
to by-laws. The power of making by-laws is 
necessary to a corporation. There are gen- 
tlemen here who know that it has been settled for 
a hundred years, that a power given to a whole 
| body may be delegated to a portion of that body. 
The first act done by the corporation of the bank 
was to make its by-laws. The 10th section of the 
| charter gives the directors the express authority 
| of appointing committees to transact business, and 
| they have exercised it. The expediency of its 


iby Mr. CLAY, a bill for the relief of William || exercise is not a question for this body; it was 


Innis, of Arkansas. 


vey of the Cumberland road from Vandalia to the | 


Mississippi river. 
Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Elections, | 


mate the following report: 


The Committee of Elections, to which was re- | ’ 
|| count notes without the presence of a quorum of 
|| directors. 
|| made reports or not of their proceedings to the 


ferred the letter of Matthew St. Clair Clarke rela- 
tive to “the compilation of all the cases of con- 
tested elections before Congress since 1789,’’ have 
had the same under consideration, and have di- 
rected me to report— 


That, upon an examination of the work, they || 
are of opinion the same would be uveful and con- | 
duce to lighten the labor of the said committee and | i 
| those who think they can make anything of them. 


of the House in fature contests, and calculated to 
produce uniformity and consistency of decision, 
which is highly desirable on all such occasions; | 
and have dirested me to offer the following reso- 








lution: 

Resolved, That 600 copies of said work be | 
printed, as other public documents, and that the | 
Committee on Accounts do ascertain and allow to 


' _ || enough that it was expedient in the opinion of | 
By Mr. CASEY, a bill for the location and sur* || the directors. They f 


ad the right, and they 
| deemed it necessary to exercise it. Asto the ex- 
| tent of the business transacted by the exchange 
| committee, that was not a subject of inquiry here. 
| There was nota bank in the country which has 
| mot its exchange committee, and does not dis- 


Whether this exchange committee 
_board is not a matter for inquiry here; but, in 
| fact, they did report. 

Then comes the charge of concealment of the 
| Operations of the bank. Now, there were some 
| points which he would leave to the discussion of 
| The old affair of the three per cents. had been so 
fully and so often discussed here that he would 


|| pass that by. To one matter he would, in passing, 


See ee statement of the gentleman 
| from ‘Tennessee that there was a contradiction be- 
| tween the bank report of 1832 and the statement 
| since made at the call of the Senate, in relation to 


said Clarkea reasonable compensation for histime || the printing accounts. The fact is, that there is no 


and labor in compiling the same. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


REMOVAL OF THE DEPOSITES. 


| contradiction. The call was specific, for the sums 
| paid to editore—the report embracing three differ- 
‘ent items: Ist. Money paid for printing; 2d. To 
_ editors for publishing and circulating documents; 


The House having resumed the consideration of || and 3d. For the purchase and distribution of print- 


the motion to refer the Secretary of the ‘l'reasury’s | 
report on the deposites to the Committee of | 
Ways and Means, and the question being upon | 
the motion of Mr. McDurrue to add to the motion | 
for reference the following instructions to the said | 
committee: 
‘* With instructions to report a joint resolution | 
* providing that the public revenue hereafter col- | 
: lected shall be deposited in the Bank of the Uni- | 
‘ ted States, in compliance with the public faith | 
* pledged by the charter of the said bank’’— 
Mr. BINNEY continued bis remarks. The | 
Secretary assumes that the bank has violated its | 
charter, and that the violation consists mainly and | 
priocinally in che mode in which the committees 
of che bunk were appointed and its operations con- 
ed »y the committees. Themodeof appoint- 
tie committees he understood the Secretary to 
charge ac a plain violation of the charter. ‘This 
was a smai! matter, but he wished to be right in 
amall things. But the rma ee in this, as in 
other things, wholly wrong. e then read the 
clause in the charter which requires that business 
should be transacted by a board of directors, con- 
sisting of not less than seven members, of whom 
the president should always be one, unless pre- 
vented by sickness, &c. The Secretary alleges 
that it was not competent to the bank to do any- 





| ed documents. There was nothing at all in these 
| statements involving any contradiction. This, 
| however, was a small matter, and he would pass 
| that, also. The point of concealment referred to 
he would examine. It is charged that the com- 
| mittee of officers did not report to the board of di- 
| rectors what measures they had ordered in refer- 
| ence to the reduction of discounts. it was difficult 
to conceive what this charge was grounded upon. 
Another charge is, that the Government directors 


! 
| 
| 


| 
| 

















peaching to the President the conduct of the di 
ors of the bank with whom they were aman 
He said it was at that time vehemently suspected 
—for the gentlemen did not care to avow their 
object—that the Government directors considered 
themselves as clothed with political power to rep- 
resent and comment upon the transactions of the 
bank in a manner which would aceeptable to 
their superiors. If this suspicion was well found- 
ed, it did not become the bank to assist the gentle- 
men in theirobjects, If the Government directors 
thought it their duty to use their information for 
political purposes, for the purpose of misrepresent- 
ing the transactions of the bank, and for the pur- 
pose of abusing the confidence, and wounding the 
| feelings of honorable men with whom they were 
associated, what inducement, he would ask, had 
the private directors to sit on a committee by the 
side of the Government directors? But one an- 
swer would be given to the question by any hon- 
orable man. his, which was suspected at the 
time referred to, was now known to be true by the 
ublic confession of the Government directors. 
e would put himself to the proof of what he 
asserted. As carly as April, 1833, it appears they 
had an object which they did not dare to avow. 
He did not envy them the feelings which dictated 
their letter to the President on the 22d April, 1833. 
The letter was signed by Messrs. Gilpin, Sullivan, 
and Wager, from which he read the following pas- 
e: 
a Without considering any portion of our re- 
|* marks as falling within the limits of those pri- 
‘vate accounts, which, as you .state, the charter 
‘has so carefully guarded, since the whole relate 
| * to the action of the board on matters fully open 
|* and discussed before them, and extend in no in- 
* stance to the private debtor and creditor account 
‘of individuals, yet we may be excused for ex- 
| * pressing much gratification at your assurance that 
‘the information requested is for your own satis- 
‘faction, and that you do not wish it extended 
| *beyond our personal knowledge. We may be 
* permitted also to add, that the wishes and opin- 
‘ions which we took the liberty of expressing in 
‘ our former letter have since been more strongly 
‘ confirmed, and that we should not only feel more 
‘ satisfaction ourselves, but be enabled to convey 
‘to you more full and correct information, were 
‘we to proceed in an investigation whose object 
‘ was avowed, and if we were strengthened by that 
‘ official sanction which we suggested.’’ 
No wonder they did not feel comfortable, and 
wished to have the written authority of the Presi- 
dent for making their investigations openly and 








| were kept in ignorance of the proceedings of the || avowedly while they were daily sitting — side 


| exchange committee, and that neither of them was 

a member of that committee. This was a matter 

which greatly concerned the bank and all banks, 
| the right of particular directors to be placed on com- 
mittees. The Government directors claimed the 
right to be placed on the committees appointed by 
the board. They had no more right to be put on 
a particular committee than any member of this 
House has to be placed on a particular committee. 
Any member here has as good a right to complain 
that he is not a member of this or that committee, 
as the Government directors have to complain that 
they were not put upon the exchange committee. 
It was not the right of a director to require his ap- 
pointment to a particular committee; if the board 
refused it, the director must submit. The opera- 
tions of this House were subject to the will of the 


| 








loss to find. Any other special duty than thesig- || men considered it to be their duty to use their post 


thing unless seven directors contributed to theact. House, but the appointment of committees is sub- 
This phrase, ‘* transaction of business,’’ was ex- || jected by the House to the absolute control of the 
plained by another phrase in another section. In || Speaker. Now he would take up the question of 
the 10th section the directors for the time being || expediency of refusing to appoint the Government 
are empowered to appoint such officers and clerks || directors upon committees. In times past, the 
under them as they might deem necessary for the | Government directors had been in the fullest con- 
execution of business. A distinction was made fidence of the board of directors, and acted with 
between the transaction and execution of business. || them in the utmost harmony. Mr. Biddle was 
To hold that every act of the bank was to be | himeelf a Government director for some years, 
executed by seven directors and the president was | and at that time there was no distinction between 
absurd. if that construction was correct, not a || the Government directors and the private directors, 
note could be paid nor a deposite received except || either in policy or design. But in 1833 it began 
by this quorum of directors. In the sickness of | to be vehemently suspected by the majority of the 
the president his place is to be filled by any one || board that the fraseeatbent irectors entertained 
else. What is the necessary business of thepres- || very peculiar notions of their duty. It was, he 
ident, as prescribed by the charter, he was at a | repeated, vehemently suspected that these gentle- 


nature of notes he had not found prescribed in the for the purpose of making partial and unfair rep- 
charter. ‘The meaning of the section was plain: '' resentations of the business transacted, and of im- 





of honorable men. It did not appear, however, 
that the authority sought was ever granted. But 
this was not all. e have, in their memorial 
to Congress, their confession of faith. These 
gentlemen here undertake to state what they are: 
** Nothing can be plainer than that the public 
‘directors were devised as instruments for the 
‘attainment of public objects; that their being in- 
‘sisted upon in the charter itself was in obedience 
‘to the will of those who elected the legislative 
‘body by which it was passed; and that their ap- 
‘ pointment was given to the President, with the 
‘advice and consent of the Senate of the United 
‘ States, (not to the mere fiscal representative, ) in 
'Sorder to clothe them with all the character of 
| ‘ official representation, and to exact from them a 
| ‘discharge of all the duties, public, political, end 
‘ patriotic, incident to a trust eo conferred.’’ 
Yes, sir, they say they are ‘‘ devised as instru- 
| ments, and given to the President,” &e. Mr. B. 
| commented on this phrase at some length. 
Now, if their theory of their offices is correct, 
my answer to it is this: If these were the political 
directors, the others were the anti-political direct- 
| ors,and the private directors did well to go on and 
discharge their duties. But, sir, the heads of these 
| gentlemen were made dizzy with their political 
elevation. Butthey were not * devised as instru- 
ments,’’ though they choose to make themselves 
so. There was no distinction made by the charter 
between the private and Government directors. 
The private directors owed a duty to the public, 
and they performed it; the Government directors 
me ‘a duty to the bank, and they did not per- 
form it. 
The public directors were not placed there to 
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make inquiries for the President. The President | of this nature; yet, because it had taken no step 
had no authority to make such inquiries. The | to enforce its claim; because it had not perempto- 
charter had not given the authority to him, but to || rily demanded immediate payment; because it had 
the Secretary, toa limited extent, and to Congress, || merely entered the amount in the usual account | 
through the means of committee, to an unlimited | with Government; because it had relied on the | 
extent. Both of these modes were open and || integrity of the Government to pay a reasonable | 
public modes of investigation, and might be car- || demand, and felt conscious, not only of the pro- 











ried to any extent, while, at the same time, the | priety of its own claim of damages, but of the | 
bank would have an opportunity to vindicate itself || ability of Government to meet theclaim—the bank | 
from false representations. But these gentlemen ] is therefore accused by the Secretary of the Treas- 
were bound, by their oath of homage and fealty, | ury with want of faithfulness, or with conceal- 
to give representations without the knowledge of || ment. Is it not the privilege of the lowest in 
the bank. The charter never meant to deal thus || society to make the lowest charge, on any reasov- 
with the character and feelings of the honorable | able demand, upon the highest and most powerfu | 
men who, it must have presumed, would be placed’|| inthe nation? Well do they know this who make 
there. The Secretary of the Treasury received | such a charge, and make it but to swell the cata- | 
weekly returns of the condition of the bank, its | logue of allegations; to make that appear some- | 
notes, specie, debts, &c. || thing, which in itself is nothing; to make that 
The authority given to the Secretary of the | appear popularly base, which is radically corzect. 
Treasury to investigate the concerns of the bank | he bank bought the bill, and paid the moaey due 
was for the purpose of enabling him to ascertain | on it. It consequently made a claim of damages, 
whether the deposites were safe, and every power | precisely similar to the customary claims for dam- 
necessary for this purpose he possessed. I say, || ages insisted on by the United States during the 
said Mr. B., that the oard did right to resist the || last forty years. Is it not, then, a strange perver- 
claims of these Government directors. They || sion of mind to look on the fact of a claim being 
should be praised instead of censured, for exclud- | instituted by the bank, analogous to claims justi- 
ing them from an association in the business of || fied by a forty years’ procedure of the Government 
the committees. In what a state of things did || of the country, as a sufficient warrant for the 
this doctrine place the United States Bank. The || breach of faith implied in the contract given by the | 
deposites were removed. The Government was || charter to the Bank of the United States? How 
in an attitude of hostility to it. The bank made || can such a charge be sustained—how justified? | 
u statement, weekly, of the position of the bank, The last reason assigned by the Secretary of the 
and it went into the hands of a gentleman who || Treasury for removing the deposites is contained 
was disposed to put the worst possible construc- || in the accusation that the bank had exhibited a 
tion on everything done by the bank, and would | determination to obtain political power. Had I 
counteract every measure attempted to enable the || (said Mr. B.) been a director of the bank, and sit- 
bank to wind up. But the Secretary of the Treas- | ting by the side of men who are an ornament to 
ury only knows the results of the measures taken ) their city and an honor to their country; who, 
by the bank for its security. He now wants the || from their youth to their more matured age, have | 
quo modo—where is the money to be placed, and || been beloved, respected, and honored; men whose 
whence is it to be. taken? The Government || characters are not only without reproach, but | 
directors must inform him what course the bank || whose reputation is. held in the highest estimation; | 
is to take, in érderthat he may take such steps as || and if I had been called on for my opinion relative | 
will embarrass it in winding up. He had remarked || to the transactions.of the directors, and if 1 had | 
that the power of the Secretary was-subject to | differed from them, I would have considered it 
some limitations; this question would doubtless || tantamount to treason to superior intelligence, and 
receive an investigation before Congress. He-|| an assumption of arrogance which should have 
asked gentlemen to look at itin oneaspect. The || justly exposed me to merited contempt. During 
contract made by the Secretary with the Girard || the years 1829, ’30, and '31,1 had no concern asa 
Bank enlarges his authority to the extent which || director in the affairs of the bank. In January, | 
the ~. ernment claimed in regard to the United |; 1832, | was chosen a director; but being appointed 
Sta:. snk, on account of a similar clause in the || on a committee to examine the affairs of the bank, 
contract with the Bank of Virginia. The stock- | 1 have since kept apart from all immediate inter- 
holders of that bank had refused to sanction the || ference in its control, afid have been informed of 
contract. What is thig new authority? An in- |! its course only as the publie and the House have 
uiry into accounts of A.and B, not tosee whether || been informed—by published statements. And as | 
the Sepbuines were safe, but to see who has bank || to his professional relations to the bank, he would 
dealings, and, in reference to their political char- || not condescend to notice the idle ramore that had 
acter, to exercise the authority of transferring || been interestedly circulated; nor would he attempt 
deposites, ?, to vindicate the integrity and honor of that pro- 
Another objection made against the bank is, || fession to which he and many members of both 
that it neglected to furnish the necessary means to || Houses of Congress belonged; neither would he 
the Government directors to furnish an accusation || wait to inquire what compensation would induce 
against its existence. If there were no means to || one of an honorable mind to sell his conscience 
be furnished, no authentic allegation to be sup- || and his principles of rectitude to the purposes of 
rted by any means within the cognizance of the || his client. 
frank directors, are they to be condemned for aad But the bank has been charged with having 
providing what did not exist? And if they did || exercised political power. Granted, granted—the 
exist, are they to be condemned for not furnishing || charge is granted; but the bank has not succeeded 
evidence against themselves, and endeavoring to | in its exercise of this alleged power, The letter of 
rain the stockholders, who had intrasted property || the Secretary of the Treasury proves that the bank 
to their custody and care? Butno just grounds 
for accusation did exist; no feasible objection can | 


did not succeed. The last election, he asserts, 
roves that it did not sueceed. The force of array, 
therefore be made for not furnishing unjust egislative and executive, was against the bank; 
grounds. and it did not succeed. The act of removal was, 
Another charge made by the Secretary of the '| therefore, not an imperative or retributive act; but 
Treasury, or another of his reasons assigned in || one of a malignant dye—an act vindictive. It 
his report, for his removing the deposites, is the | was an act for which there was no necessity; an 
allegation for concealment or faithlessness relative || act which not only has disturbed the affairs of the: 
to the French bill for $1,000,000; a bill that had || bank, but has cursed the country; an act not to 
been protested bythe French Government, and || punish for what had been done or supposed to have 
the responsibility of which had been immediately | 
assumed by the bank. For this service the bank 


been done, but ostensibly and interestedly alleged 
E to prevent what is not improbable or impossible to 
had made a charge, as it would have done in any 
and every other instance. Butthe gentleman from. 


be hereafter done or su . *Tis true that the 
bank has printed and published papers and docu- 

Tennessee assumes the law and the fact in this | ments giving information of opinions and testimo- 

matter. The only law applicable to the case is an 

old statute of Maryland made in 1785—valid, per- 

haps, within the jurisdiction of Maryland—but 

obscure or obsolete elsewhere. The bank was 

undoubtedly entitled to make a claim for dame; 

On assuming the responsibility of a protested bill 























in any pamphlet. If it has, he does not know. 

is aware of nothing which has in any instance 
emanated from the bank—not even the review of 
the veto message—which is not within the verge of 
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|| to be submerged 


nies in its own defence; but never in any instance | at the Revolution—at the accession of the house of 
is he aware that it has given currency to seurrility || Orange to the throne which had been digraced so 


| 
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| constitutional law. It has but claimed the com- 
| mon privilege asserted in the Constitution, of the 
| natural and political right of all wo defend them- 
‘selves. It has but claimed the free expression of 
eae the liberty of the press in its own defense. 

| What is the Constitution worth, if such a right ie 
in the case of a bank publicly and 
peer accused ? if the liberty of the press is to 
| be arbitrarily abridged in any devoted instance. 
| What would the nation assert if Congress were to 
| pass an enactment abridging the liberty of the 
| press—if it enacted a law that such and such per- 
sou’, parties, or companies, should not be permitted 
(o print anything in their own defense? Would 
‘all instantly exclaim against such an act as an 

bi tvary violation of the Constitution? To what 
less, therefore, does the charge of the Secretary 0. 
| the Treasury amount, because the bank had used 
| the liberty of the press to disseminate accurate in- 
| formation of its conduct by authentic statements 
, and views counter to other views and opinions in- 
| terestedly promulgated? Is the bank to be denied 
| the right claimed by all and every citizen of the 
| Union, agreeably to the charter of the Constitu- 
tion? Certainly not. If not, then has no gentle- 
| man the right to make an exception against the 
| use of any constitutional peoese: The bank is 
| like all—responsible for the abuse, not the use of 
| the privilege. It is responsible to the judicial tri- 
tthe land, It is to be arraigned before a 


| bunals o 
| jury, to be heard, tried, and then sentenced. But 
/ to condemn without being heard; to sentence on 
club conviction, without being tried by the legal 
_and prescribed tribunals of the land, is not to be 
| tolerated in a land of freedom. 

| Butthe Treasury has evinced no slight assump- 
| tion of political power, in unconstitutionally en- 
| deavoring tu destroy one bank, and substitute fifty 
| banks; in subverting one bank where it hed legis- 
_ lative control without direction, and where the ne- 
| counts of stockholders were perfectly secure, and 
establishing others whose accounts (by contract) 
| are to be opened to investigation, and, therefore, 
| a8 a necessary consequence, to direction. 

| Even had the bank assumed the power imputed, 

it was exerted for the safety of the nation agains 

| power in office. Now, any capability ofassuming 
“pont in any bank receiving the deposites, must 

| be exerted not in opposition to Executive power 
or interference, but fearfully in its support or aug- 

| mentation—e support which may prove. ruinous 
| to the interests and freedom of the country. 

If the bank had been guilty of any error or 
crime, the law was open and specified. Why did 
not the Executive resort to the seire facias pre- 
| scribed by the law, and give the bank the consti- 
tutional right to be heard by a jury of the coun- 
try—give its directors that which has been secured 
to them as their birthright as citizens, and that 
which has been insured to them in their official 
capacity by the terms of theircharter? Why not 
grant them the common privilege to have their 
aie and then that they should abide by the 
result? 

In his historical researches, he has not been en- 
abled to ascertain more than one parallel case, in 
which a charter had been destroyed on the alleged 
ground of assumption of political power. That 
was in the reign of Charles Il. of England. He 
had obtained possession of the charter of the city 
of London, from the same alleged reason; yet had 
obtained it then with all his power, solely by his 
tampering and packing court and jury. The in 
dietment charged the corporation of London with 
having’ practised sedition, and interfered with polit- 
ieal power, By means of the then Attorney Gen- 
eral, who was very well disposed to serve the 
Crown, he held in obeisance the tribunal before 
which the trial took place; yet not til] he had turned 
out one judge, and another had been afflicted with 
apoplexy. Then obtained he possession of the 
charter of London, which he held: during the 
balance of his reign; and which was held during 
the short reign of his successor, James the II. 
But it was restored when constitutional |ibert 
dawned over the political horizon of that pasted 


by the Stuarts. Then was the decision reversed 
unanimously by the House ef Peers; and then 
and since was the tribunal which ounced thai 
decision subjected to the odium of all—as the op- 
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robrium of the bench and the scorn of the people. 
r. Binney,then read the account as detailed by 
Bishop Burnett, in his ‘ History of his Own | 
Times.”’ | 
The state of the country requires that the depos- 
ites should be restored, without any immediate or || 
ultimate reference to the renewal of the charter. || 
If the charter will be renewed, then should the de- 
on be restored, in order to preserve the equili- || 
ium of the currency; and if not, still should they || 
be restored agreeably to the terms of the charter, | 
till Congress should consider it proper to order 
otherwise. But if he were careless of the conse- 
quences resulting to the country from a deranged || 
currency and a pecuniary pressure, he would | 





by all means advise that they should not be re- 
stored, but scattered about as at present, till ruin 
would inevitabiy stare them in the face, and dis- 
order brood over the ruins of the commerce of the 
apo 

At the expiration of its charter the bank and its 
customers, those at least to whom the bank is 
indebted, and those whe are indebted to it, must 
exercise @ mutual forbearance. The bank will be 
as much compelled to conciliate to its debtors as | 
ite debtors must do toit. Punctuality cannot be ex- 
pected on both sides; for it will be no trifling mat- 
ter for the bank to withdraw its circulation of fifty 
millions of discounts and bills. But if the pres- 
sure ie to be continued in reversion at the expira- 
tion of the charter, it is perhaps better that it should 
now be encountered, while there is some hope of | 
being enabled to arrest some of the evils necessa- | 
rily consequent upon a state of derangement and | 
constitutional violation. The country will not 
then be better enabled to bear the evils than now. 
The nation will gain nothing by delay. The peo- 
ple will be but litle benefited, except that ord 
will, to their cost, perceive the indispensable util- | 
ity of the present bank, or one established on a | 
similar basis. There is no true wisdom, no true | 
courage in postponing the evil day; a shipwreck | 
of the State will occur, and few wri porhans, 
prove fortunate to save even a plank from the 
wreck, except by means of their own devisal. All | 
are as well braced now as they will be hereafter, | 
except they acquire additional means of support. | 
And unless some remedy be speedily and surely 
provided, those evils will be found true, oppres- 
sive, disastrous. ‘ 

Mr. B. concluded his address by an eloquent | 
peroration; but which was unfortunately not dis- 
tinctly heard in the reporter’s seat, partly from the | 
hurried enunciation of the speaker and the smother- | 











ed accents of his cadences in their die-away falls. 
Yet sufficient was heard to learn that he pro- 
nounced a warm ealogy on Mr. McDuffie; to learn | 
that he besought the House not to treat the ques- 
tion as one of party pretensions, but rather as one 
affecting the general interests of the community; as 
one involving the purity of the Constituion, the 
stability of contracts, the permanence of a free 
Government; as a question invoiving public faith, 
national existence, and the honor and integrity of 
the country at home and abroad. All friends of 
freedom throughout the earth are interested in the 
decision of the question. Justice and patriotism— 
impartial justice and enlightened patriotism, will 
view the decision as one of common importance 
and feeling; and if defeated they will surrender 
their hopes of liberty prostrated at the altar of the 
epirit of party. 

Ms. B. spoke to-day for one hour and a half. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said that he was sensi- 
ble of the responsibility he had assumed in at- | 
i] 





tempting to follow the able and eloquent gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania, {Mr. Bixwey.) He did not | 
now rise for the purpose of proceeding with the | 
debate, although he was pre to do so should | 
such be the decision of the House. Before doing | 
so he felt bound to waive ail personal consider- || 
ations, and to submita motion toarrest,if possible, || 
the further progress of the debate. He knew that | 
the previous question was obnoxious to a portion | 
of the most decided opponents of the bank—he | 
respected the motives of the gentlemen, and if the | 
House should decide against it, he should submit | 
with great deference to its judgment and go on || 
with the question. He begged the House to un- || 
derstand that he submitted the motion with reluc- 

tance. He had never, to his recollection, made 

such a motion before. He felt himself compelled, 




















from his peculiar position, to take the earliest 
opportunity to arrest the further agitation of a 
uestion which was so distressing, not only to the 


| district which he had the honor to represent in 


part, but to the whole country. Whether this 
debate should be continued weeks or months—if 
the question should be kept in suspense for two 
years—the country must continue to be disturbed. 
it was nothing but a struggle of the Bank of the- 
United States for a new charter, and it would ulti- 
mately turn its batteries on the North, South, 
East,or West. He did not mean to impute to the 
president and directors any other motives than 
those common to all such institutions; any other 
bank would struggle in the same manner. Be- 
lieving as they do that the institution is absolutely 
necessary to the country, they conduct their meas- 
ures regardless of all other considerations but the 
main one of obtaining a renewal of its charter. 
The more the country is distressed, as they think, 
the more certain they are of obtaining their object. 
By arresting the progress of the debate at this 
stage, after the able defence of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the friends of the bank could have 
no right to complain. They had a month ago 
evinced great anxiety to have this question prompt- 
ly decided. Ele was satisfied if it continued another 
month, it would terminate at last only with the 
one question. ‘The motion now pending had 

een effectually decided three different times by 
the House. The last question upon the memorial 
of the Philadelphia banks—which memorial con- 
cluded with the very words of the motion of the 
gentleman from South Carolina—was referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. He begged 
the House to understand that he submitted the 
motion from a sense of public duty; if they 
decided against it, he should proceed with the 
debate. 

The motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG was lost 
by a majority of 108 to 89. 

He then made a motion to adjourn the debate 
till to-day. 

The House then, by consent, proceeded to trans- 
act ordinary business. 

The SPEAKER presented a communication 
from the Secretary of War, with an account of the 
expenditure of the contingent fund; also from 
the Secretary of the Navy, with a statement of 
various contracts for the last year; which were 
severally laid on the table,and ordered to be 
printed, 


Several private bills from the Senate were read 
by their titles, and having been passed through 
their first and second stages, were referred to the 
standing committees. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. POLK, re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. McInrinz in the chair,) 
and proceeded to consider the bills making ap- 
propriation for the service of the Navy for 1834, 
and for the Indian department; which were sev- 
erally agreed to. 

The bill making appropriation, in part, for the 
service of Government, commonly called the 
House appropriation bill, having been returned | 
by the Senate, with an amend ment thereto striking 
out a proviso originally in the bill when sent from 
the House, to prohibit either House from direct- 
ing the purchase of books or the printing of them 
not warranted by law, 

Mr. POLK moved that the committee disagree 
to the amendment; which motion was briefly de- 
bated by Messrs. McDUFFIE, WHITTLESEY, 





ADAMS, EDWARD EVERETT, GORHAM, 
and CLAY. 
An amendment tothe amendment of the Senate, 
moved by Mr, EVERETT, granting $1,000 to 
the Joint Library Committee, was 
And the question on Mr. POLK’S motion being 
put, it was negatived. 
Thereupon the committee rose and reported the 
several bills to the House, 
The bills granting mpetereiies for the Indian 
department, and for the naval service, were then 
ordered to be engrossed for their third reading to- 
morrow. 
The amendment granting $1,000 to the Li 
Committee was not concurred in by the House, | 
and the question then being on concurring with 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill making 


to. 
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appropriations for the service of Government for 


1834, before any final action was had 


d thereon, 
The House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Farivar, January 10, 1834. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of Mr. Donelson, 
his Private eee 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution, the immediate consideration of 
which he asked of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to inform the Senate of the construction 
which has been given by that Department to ‘he 
act passed at the last session of Congress entitled 
**An act to modify the act of the 14th of July, 
1832, and all other acts imposing duties on im- 
ports,’’ and also to furnish copies of such instruc- 
tions as may have been given to collectors regulat- 
ing their duty under the said act. 

r. CLAY said he was glad the gentleman had 
resented this resolution. Ifthe information which 
e had received, relative to the construction given 

to the act of last session by the Secretary of the 
reasury was correct, it was necessary that there 
should be prompt legislation on the subject. He 
had heard that the Secretary had put a construc- 
tion on that act by which the minimum duties on 
cotton fabrics were entirely swept away, and the 
duties brought down from 80 to 20 percent. It 
was a construction which, if persevered in, would 
expose to inevitable destruction the whole cotton 
manufacture of the country, and especially that of 
printing. He wished that a fair experiment should 
be made under the act of last session, and that that 
might be done the construction ought to be in 
accordance with the plain meaning and intent of 
Congress, and not by Treasury interpretation. 

Mr.WEBSTER said that this subject had never 
attracted his attention, or come under his notice, 
until this morning. He had received the same 
information which the gentleman from Kentucky 
had, in relation to this matter, and he did not hes- 
itate to say that if the construction given by the 
Secretary of the ‘reasury be correct, it would be 
an entire prost:tion of the whole cotton manufac- 
cv. While he bill was pending 
during the ‘art sesson, he gave an opinion as to 
the fair and jus: constructic« of the act, and some 
near hu. would remember that 
he then askec ‘vcr tive:r, che expression of their 


ture of this cz int 


of the genth::o<r 


opinions on th: svbject in writing, which were 
given, adverse to that supposed to be held by the 
He, therefore, concurred in the opin- 
ion of the necessity of obt»ining the imputed con- 
struction, whatever it might be. If that were true, 
millions upon millions would not compensate for 
the injury which would be inflicted upon that 
branch of the national industry, the manufacture 


Secretary. 


of cotton fabrics. The information came upon 
him at a blow—he was not prepared for it. Op- 
ed, as he was, to the e of the law at the 
ast session, he then saw no such consequences to 
be apprehended from it, and he was sure the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky himself, who introduced 
the bill, did not and could not have anticipated 
such a thing. It was true he saw that such a con- 
struction might be given to it, and he did hope 
that it might turn out that the Secretary did not 
ive it such a construction as had been imputed to 
im. He was, therefore, in favor of the imme- 
diate adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. FORSYTH said he was not opposed to 
the resolution. But he thought that when thc 
retary’s construction was asserted, we could 
understand better whether it was in violation of 
the law, or onlya mistake. He thought the terms 
of the resolution were too broad—it asked for the 
construction given to all the laws on the ——. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN explsined his object. 
Mr. FORSYTH thought that the construction 
given to the act of last session would, perhaps, 
show everything that was wanted. 
The resolution was then to. F 
Mr. ROBBINS, from the Library Committee, 
reported a joint resolution for the of ten 
copies of the laws of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time. ; 
Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Francis La 
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Fontaine and Sons; which was read a first time, 
and the report accompanying it ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Thomas Richard- | 


| 
| 


j 
| 





son. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the petition of Samuel and | 
James , of Indiana, believing the subject | 
involved a legal question, moved its reference to | 
the — on the Judiciary; which was or- || 
dered. eee 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committes on Claims, || 
reported a bill.for.the relief of Philip Hickey. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the same committee, | 
moved that the petition. of Thomas Cutts, jr., be || 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands,.reported a bill favorable to the set- |, 
tlers-on public lands, with an amendment. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same committee, |, 
reported unfavorably to the petition of William || 
Churchell, which was agreed to, and the petitioner || 
had leave to withdraw his papers. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the petition of —— 
Langhorn, moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on || 
Public Lands, reported a bill-in. favor of John | 
Kirkpatrick; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from thesame committee, |, 
reported a bill for the relief of Anna Howard Pen- || 
rose; which was read twice and committed. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The resolution of Mr, ROBBINS, 

That the Joint Library Committee be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of a proposition to | 
be made by Congress to the Parliament of Great | 
Britain, to interchange and exchange copies of the | 
acts and proceedings of their respective bodies, || 
from year to year, and also the expediency of 
doing the same thing with regard to the legislative | 
Chambers of France; 

The resolution of Mr. HENDRICKS, 

That the Secretary of War be directed to com- | 
municate to the Senate a report of the agent re- | 
cently employed in examining the Cumberland | 
road west of the Ohio river— 

Were taken up and adopted. 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved that when the Sen- | 
ate adjourna, it will adjourn to meet on Monday | 


next. 

Mr. WEBSTER hoped the gentleman would | 
not press his motion, but that the Senate would | 
meet to-morrow, so as to proceed in the discussion | 
of the important question now under consideration. 
It was important to have as early an expression of 
the Senate upon it as could be obtained consistent- 
ly with a desire to accord to gentlemen an oppor- 
tunity of debating it. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said he wasas anxious as 
the gentleman could be to dispose of the question | 
alluded to, but it was the usage to adjourn over tc 
Monday, and besides, there, was a mass of busi- 
ness of importance in the Senate, which should 
be acted on by the committees. He thought, how- 
ever, thatan early expression of opinion upon that | 
important question was very desirable, and he | 
would be the last man to interpose any difficulty 
to delay or prevent it. 

Mr. WEBSTER thought the reason suflicient. 

Mr. FORSYTH wished tolearn what was to be 
gained by the debate upon the question in its pres- 
ent attitude beforethe Senate, He had understood 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, the other day, 
to express a desire to afford an opportu- 
nity of e ing their opinions upon it; if he 
understood him correctly now, he expressed a wish 
to have the opinion or action nef the Senate upon it. 

Mr. WEBSTER designed the expressions as, 

uivalent, and to be understood in either sense. 

e said the other day, that it was proper to refer’ 
the report to the Committee on Finance, and-that 
the committee should report thereon before the ulti- 
mate decision of the Senate should be had on it. 
It was a matter of indifference to him whether the 
decision of the Senate — or succeed 
the report of the committee. to its reference, 
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| cluded his speech, when— 


| withdrew it for the present, and on Mr. P.’s mo- 
tion, the Senate went into the consideration of 
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Mr. FORSYTH said it was his impression that } 
the report ought, in the first instance, to have been | 
referred to the Committee on Finance as the appro- | 
priate committee. He wished to be informed in | 
what shape the question was to be finally presented | 
to the Senate for its decision. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, if he had the volition of | 
the Senate in his hand he could reply to the gen- | 
tleman. He could not give an opinion what the | 
Senate might choose to do; he could only say, for | 


| one, that before the appointment of the Committee || 
| on Finance, the discussion of the resolutions had || 


begun and been progreesed in. He wished to || 
interpose for the purpose of bringing it before 
the committee as early as possible; but when was | 
he to do it, and what gentleman was he to eut cff |, 
by the motion? He said the other day that as) 
soon as he could, with propriety and courtesy to 
Senators, he would move the reference of the re- | 
port. Whether he voted for the resolutions or 
against them, he desired the action of the com- 


mittee on the report. 
Mr. POINDEXTER’S motion was adopted. 


At ten minutes before one Mr. CHAMBERS 
moved that the Senate proceed to the special order | 
of the day— 

THE REMOVAL OF THE DEPOSITES. 


Mr. SOUTHARD then resumed, and con- 











Mr. CALHOUN rose, and after expressing a 
wish to be heard, moved that the Senate adjourn, | 
but, at the suggestion of Mr. POINDEXTER, he i 
l] 


Executive business until adjournment. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, January 10, 1834. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Invali 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Judit 
Thomas and Daniel Palmer. 

Mr. CONNOR reported a bill for the relief of | 
George Brown. 

Mr. MARSHALL, a bill for the relief of the | 
legal representatives of Samuel Gibbs. 

Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, a bill for the relief of 
William K. Paulding; and another for the relief 
of William Haslett. 

Mr. LAWRENCE, a bill for the relief of Jo- || 
seph W. Walstead, of Marblehead, master and 
owner of the schooner Sally, and for the crew of || 
said vessel. 


Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and || 
Means, reported a bill making appropriations for || 
different fortifications throughout the United States || 
for the year 1834; anda second bill making appro- 
priations for Indian annuities, and other similar | 
objects for the year 1834. Both were read twice, 
and committed to the Committee of the W hole on 
the state of the Union. 
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that, too, was entirely at the pleasure of the Sen- } 





The order of the day was then stated to be the | 
consideration of Mr. SELDEN’S motion, as || 
amended, that the Committee of Ways and Means || 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of re- || 
quiring the contmissioners of the sinking fund 
forthwith to purchase or otherwise redeem the five 
per cent. stocks of the United States, and directing || 
the Secretary of the Treasury, from time to time, 
to place under the control of said commissioners 
such funds not otherwise required for the purpose 
of the Government, as shall be necessary for that 
object, and in case of deficiency, to sell so much 
of the stock of the Bank of the United States be- || 
longing to the Government as will enable them to || 
complete the purchase. 

_Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, strenuously 
objected to the resolution as proposed by the gen- 
tleman from New York; because, by rendering it 
imperative to redeem the public debt, it will have 
the effect of increasing the price of the debt, and 
there are not funds adequate to extinguish the debt 
without doing injustice to others. The commis- 
sioners of thesinking fund have already the power, 
if they had the means, to redeem the debt. He 
would, therefore, move that the motion of Mr. 








‘Seven be laid on the table. 
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Mr. SELDEN, of New York, being permitted 
to enforce his resolution, asserted that, from the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, there were 
now in the Treasury funds sufficient to extinguish 
the debt; and that if there are funds to pay the 
outstanding debt of the nation, it is imperative on 
the Government to redeem, rather than maintain 
it by a system of oppressive taxation. The Sec- 
retary reports that his balance is $9,383,000, 
deducting appropriations made. Is it not, there- 
fore, proper, that with this accumulation of una- 
vailable funds in the hands of the Government, 
that the debt should be extinguished? The argu- 
ment that an order for a compulsory redemption of 
the debt would advance the article in the market, 
is not valid, because compulsory, no more than 
voluntary, payment will not and cannot tend to 
increase the demand; and, therefore, not enhance 
the price. It is merely fanciful to assert that the 
debt will thus be liable to increase; for as there ia 
but a certain amount of principal bearing a determ- 


| inate interest, no increase can be effected of either 


principal or interest. They can produce but a 
particular amount. They are not subject to fluc- 
tuation, and never can advance in price. Demand 


| or supply does not affect the five per cent. stocks. 


They are as bank notes, bearing a specific value, 
but not like bank stocks subjected to all the fluctua- 
tions of demand and supply. He, therefore, con- 


| siders it essential that they should be paid off in a 
| certain time. 


Is the Secretary of the Treasury to 
be permitted to keep in the Treasury finances for 
no available or appropriated purpose, while the 
outstanding debt of the nation is unredeemed, and 
the country taxed to maintain it; taxed at an 
amount of five per cent. yearly, while the una- 
vailable funda bear no income whatever? ‘The 
Government derives nothing from the curplus 
revenue; the banks receiving the deposites derive 
all that can be expected. He hoped that the Com- 


| mittee of Ways and Means will prepare a law 
| instructing the Secretary of the te 


to pay 
off all stocks before the first of May which bear a 


greater premium than one per cent., and all short 
of one per cent. after the Ist of September. He 
is willing to submit his motion to that committee, 
because the chairman concurs with him in opinion 
that it is necessary the debt should be extinguished 
now while there are funds which may be safely 
appropriated for that purpose. He will, from 
time to time, give notice of the funds and finances 
of the nation, and ask that committee why they 


| do not act. 


Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I rise, not for the 
purpose of taking any part in the debate before ua, 
but to congratulate the House on the recovery of 
the lost Treasury of the United States. Where is 
the Treasury? has long been asked by all. Where 
is the Treasury ? ay, where ig the Treasury? The 
Treasury is at length found. The President has 
seized it from the grasp of those with whom it was 
lost, and borne it off in triumph. The Govern- 
ment can now preserve the Treasury; the people 
can know where it is to be found; and the nation 
can have the advantage of it. Nine millions of the 
people’s money has been at last recovered. Old 
Hickory can rejoice every day he sees it, and the 
people can look to their beloved and determined 
President, to guaranty its eafety from the specula- 
tions of bank jobbers. Whatcomplaint can there 
be about the trifle of a debt while there are nine 
millions inthe Treasury? I will not longer detain 
the House, but to congratulate them on the recov- 
ery of the lost Treasury of the United States. Let 
there be great joy, from Georgia to Maine, that 
the Treasury is rich, and bountifully replenished. 

Mr.STEW ART, of Pennsylvania, said the res- 
olution intended to compel the commissioners of 
the sinking fund to extinguish the debt, whether 
they had or had not funds. If they had funds, they 
have already the power; if they have not funds to 
pay the four and three-quarter millions, they can- 
not obtain them within the time proposed by the 
Graquessn from New York, The Secretary of the 

reasury states expressly that the surplus rev- 
enue will not be sufficient to meet next year the 
appropriations already made and the appropria- 
tions estimated. If, therefore, the resolution pre- 
vail, it will leave the Treasury without funds, and 
the abies service will be materially injured. 

is motion to lay it on the table was lost—yeae 
80, nays 85. 





ee a 
| arson 
ee 


Wer a SND: 


— 






Pong 















96 THE CONGRESSION 


Mr. SELDEN said his motion was, that if there || 


was « surplus in the Treasury adequate to redeem 
the debt, it would be better to apply it to that pur- 
pose than have it fluctuating in unavailable funds; 
and if there was not sufficient in the surploe rev- 
enue, that the deficiency would be supplied by the 


We have received files of Buenos Ayres 
| and Rio Janeiro papers, the former to the | 
| 19th October, and the latter to the 15th 
| November, inclusive. 


| Buenos Ayres was in a state of great 


sale of the bank stock. | confusion and excitement. T e Governor, 


Mr. STEWART said this would be a singular 
remedy—to sell bank stock bearing an interest of 
seven per cent., in order to redeem stock bearing 
an interest of only five per cent., making the coun- 


try a considerable loser by the difference received 


end paid. ; 

Mr. MERCER, of Virginia, took the same view 
of the question, and said it would go to make the 
country a loser of two per cent. yearly on a much 
larger principal thaii the debt amounted to. 

Mr. POLK eaid, as the resolution was a mere 
matter of inquiry, he could not oppose its being 
referred to the Consmnities of Ways and Means. 
That committee will judge whether it is expedient 
to use the surplus revenue (if any) to extinguish 
the debt, or whether it would be well to dispose 
of the bank stock that the national debt might be | 
redeemed. 

The resolution was agreed to—yeas 126, nays81. | 

The House, on motion, resolved that when they | 
should adjourn this day to adjourn over until 
Monday next; and having refused. to suspend the | 
rule by which this day is set 4 tk for the consid - 
eration of private business, the eens engrossed 
bille were read a third time, and passed: 

A bill for the relief of William Walker and the 
heirs of Samuel Brown; 

A bill for the relief of Abraham Forbes; 

A bill for the relief of Alexander Boyd; 

A bill for the relief of Ezekiel Foster; 

A bill for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
Three Sisters; 

A bill for the relief of Philip Bessom; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Joseph Rowe, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Fforatio N. Crabb; 

A bill for the relief of John G. Reynolds; 

A bill for the relief of John Percival and others; 

A bill for the relief of Frances and Judith Taylor; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
George Hurlbut, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Presley 
Thornton, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Minor; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Enos Grannis; 

A bill for the relief of John Lobdell; and 
5 A bill for the relief of Thomas Ap Catesby 

ones. 

The bill granting pensions to several persons 
therein named was taken ep for consideration. 
After some discussion, 

Mr. GILMER moved to recommit the bill, with 
instructions so to amend it as to cause the pension | 
to Leslie Combs, of Lexington, Kentucky, to take | 
effect from the year 1832, instead of the year 1813, | 
(the time of the alleged disability.) 

Some further debateensued. The question was 
then taken; and the motion to recommit agreed 
to—yeas 169, nays 20. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 





{In our report of Thursday’s proceedings, it is 
stated, by mistake, that Mr. CASEY reported a 
«* bill for the continuation of the Cumberland road,” 
&c., and a bill ‘for the location and survey of 
the Cumberland road,” &c. These bills were 


both reported by Mr, SLADE from the Commit- | 


tee on Roads and Canals.} 
{We omitted, in its proper place, to say that 


Mr. Benton concluded his remarks by submitting | fever immediately after, in the capital of 


the following resolution, which he moved to insert 


in lieu of the 2d resolution offered by Mr. Cray. || 


On the following day the reselution was consid- 
ered and rejected.] 

*¢ Resolved, That Nicholas Biddle, President of 
the Bank of the United States, and —_—_——-, be 
summoned to appear at the bar of the Senate, on 
the —— day of ——, then and there to be exam- 
ined on oath touching the causes of the late large 
curtailment of debts due to the Bank of the United 
States, and the manner of conducting the said cur- 
tailment; also to be then and there examined 
touching the application of the moneys of the 
bank to electioneering and political objects.’’ 


| on the 15th instant, issued a proclamation 
addressed to the inhabitants of the Prov- 
| Ince, to the effect that if in time of tran- 
| quillity it be necessary for the Executive to 
| act so as to give confidence to the people, 
_and security for the preservation. of con- 
| stitutional liberty, it was more than ever 
| SO at the present moment, from the scan- 
_ dalous insurrection promoted by some de- 
_luded men, and every measure would be 
taken to restore order and tranquillity. 
| Troops had, in consequence, been ordered 
to the capital. Riots and tumult were 
‘frequent in the city. 

The Congress of Buenos Ayres, on the 
15th October, passed a law suspending for 
fifteen days the liberty of the press, and 
| forbidding, under the heaviest penalties, 
| the publication of any article of a political 
| nature in the journals; the editors are 
| compelled, therefore, to withhold any 
_comment on passing events. 

Another conspiracy against the Gov- 
| ernment of Chili had been discovered and 
| Suppressed in the capital of that Republic 
| in September last. Some discharged mil- 

itary Officers were at the head of it. 

In an article on Rio Janeiro, in the Eng- 

lish journal published at Buenos Ayres, a 
/complaint is made that the Americans 
‘have lately completely driven the British 


out of the coffee market of Rio by their || 


| superior enterprise and skill in specula- 


| tion.— Balt. Daily Adv. 
| Another Invention.—An article called 
| the patent India rubber floating mattress, 
invented by J.D. Elliott. It is cased with 
India rubber water-proof cloth, and filled 
in part with cork shavings. It is said to 
| be soft, elastic, and comfortable to sleep 
(on, and will not imbibe or retain infec- 
| 





tion or dampness. It will be a grand 
article at sea or on rivers, as. it is sufh- 
ciently buoyant to support two persons, 
and will keep six from sinking in the 
water, by laying hold upon it. Commo- 
dore Elliott, of the navy-yard, Boston, 
recommends them highly as beds and as 
| life preservers.—NV. H. Spect: 


aE 





Louisiana.—The message of the Gov- 
ernor of Louisiana alludes to the dreadful 
ravages of the cholera throughout that 
State during the year, and of the yellow 


| the State, and adds that the expiring year 
is the most sickly that Louisiana has ever 
| experienced since her first establishment. 
It then proceeds to congratulate the Le- 





gislature on the universal restoration of 
health, and. the agricultural and commer- 
cial prosperity of the State. 

“ The products of ouragriculture,” says 
the message, ‘ will equal. those of the last 
crop; our commerce has never been more 
flourishing ; and New*Orleans, where'edi- 
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‘fices of the value of more than two mil- 


lions are now rising up, is every da 
|acquiring a development worthy of the 
city which must be considered not on! 
‘the capital of Louisiana, but of the whole 
valley of the Mississippi. 

“The experts of New Orleans, for the 
_ year 1851, will probably be as follows; 


| Cotton—45,900 bales, at $55......+.-$24,750,000 
| Tobacco—30,000 hhds., at $40...... 1,200,000 





| Sagar—70,000 hhds., at -_ coeseee 4,550,000 
| Molasses—4,500,000 galls.,at 20 cts... 700,000 
| Western produce......cccescseeees »400,000 
700,000 


Deduct for home consumption....... 2,000,000 


Total of exports for 1831...... .§34,700,000 


| ‘* Of these experts, the produce of Louisiana and 
the charges of transit will amount as follows: 
| Cotton—180,000 bales, at $55....... $9,900,000 
| Sugar+70,000 hhds., at $65...+..... 4,550,000 
| Molasses—3,500,000 galls.,at 20 cts:. 700,000 
| Charges on produce in transit, and’ on 
| the produce of Louisiana, exported 

Ot co voc 0 down 6 Obs ce cn eonneseeecn 5,000,000 








Total value of the produce and profits 
of Louisiana. ... 2.02660. +++. + + $20,150,000 
“To which may be added near ¢2,000,- 
000 profits made this year by our mer- 
| chants on the last crop of cotton. Whence 
it results that the’ produce of Louisiana 
and profits of her commerce amount in 
| value to more than one’ half of that of her 
'whole exports, and that New Orleans 
alone realizes profits equivelent to one 
_ third of the total proceeds of the industry 
| of the State. 
| “The policy which England has just 
adopted in relation to her colonies, how- 
_ ever disastrous it may be to those intended 
| to be benefited by it, can produce no other 
' than a favorable effect on that branch of 
| our agriculture which, in consequence 
of the early frosts which we have experi- 
enced, is the least flourishing at the present 
time. The English colonies will, for the 
future, produce less sugar, and the increase 
which must necessarily take place in price 
may compensate us henceforward for the 
injury produced by the diminution of the 
duty on that article.’’— Courier. 





“When all other means fail in arresting 
heemorhage, a little oil of tobacco has im- 
mediately succeeded. That which col- 
lects in the stems of pipes which have 
been long smoked will answer perfectly. 
The discovery was made by Humel, a 
chemist at Berlin, and his mixture is eight 
ounces of distilled water, two drachms of 
oil of tobacco, and a few drops of etherial 
animal oil. This has been found so effect- 
ual, that, by a recent decree of the Min- 
ister of the Interior at Munich, all apothe- 
caries are ordered to keep it prepared.” 





The back numbers of the Congressional 
Globe are exhausted. Those persons, 
therefore, who may subscribe for it here- 
after will receive only the number contain- 
ing the proceedings of the week in which 
their subscriptions are received at this office, 
and all the future numbers as they are pub- 
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